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st the Treasury when they are properly es- 
hed, but I find myself obliged to vote against 
ssage of this bill in its present shape. I sub- 
coribe, however, to the views presented by the Sen- 
onal from Delaware, and I am willing, in view of 
a merits and heroic sacrifices, we should in- 


again 
tablis 


} 
Lat 


the pP 


heroic : > ; . : 
iemnify the officers of the Revolution for their 
ane. { desire to return my thanks to the honor- 


ble Senator from Delaware for the manner in 
which he has presented this subject to us, so as to 
able me to give my vote intelligibly and safely. 
“Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to state, that if 
we could have a reneral bill, embracing the object 
which I will present to the Senate in a few words, 
| would vote for it with great pleasure. But, for 
eeasons already assigned by the Senators from 
New York and Delaware, | cannot vote for the 
nayment of interest, Or for this bill. Here is the 
round upon which injustice has been done to 
the officers of the Revolution. They were prom- 
ised half pay during life. After the termination 
f the war, the inability of the Government to 
nay was so great, that the promise could not be 
complied with; and the Government, being un- 
able to comply with the promise, compelled the 
officers to accept of these commutation certificates 
of five years’ full pay in lieu of half pay for life, 
which had been promised. Many of the officers 
did not wish to accept these certificates of five 
years’ full pay in lieu of the half pay for life; but 
they were compelled to do it or get nothing. Some 
of the officers had an advantage by this method of 
payment, in this way. They had the five years’ 
full pay in hand, and thus they could obtain the 
interest until the certificates were fully discharged. 
They, or their assignees, had them, and had the 
benefitof them. But s8me of these officers lived 
forty, fifty, and in some cases sixty years after 
the close of the war. Those who lived so long 
would have received a much greater compensa- 
tion had they been allowed their half pay for that 
period, than they did receive by the accept- 
ance of the five years’ full pay. Theircompensa- 
tion would have been three or four times as great. 
And the losses of different officers in this way 


a 


e 


ong 


were in proportion to the length of time they lived | 


after the war. That loss was forced upon them 
by the legislation of Congress compelling them, as 
it were, to take the commutation certificates instead 
if the half pay for life. Congress was sensible 
afterwards of that injustice; and in 1832they gave 
all the officers then living their half pay for life 
from that time till they died, thus acknowledging 
the injustice they had done them, and atoning for 
it by giving them half pay from that period until 
their deaths. But Congress left the cases of all 
who had died previous to 1832 unprovided for, 
and made no compensation for their ( sses. Now 
all we can do, and all | think we ought to do, is 

to provide by a general bill that those officers 

who drew commutation certificates for five years’ 

full pay, shall be allowed, after deducting the 

amount of these certificates, theirhalf pay for life. 

Chen, if they lived sufficiently long to leave a 

balance in their favor after deducting the amount 

of the commutation certificates, by allowing the 

half pay for life, pay that balance out of the 

Treasury. And if they did not live sufficiently 

long—and I know many died shortly after the 

war—so that their five years’ full pay amounted 

to more than they would have received by being 

allowed half pay for life, then the families of such 

gained something by the commutation. 

I am willing to vote for any general bill which 
will allow half pay for life, according to the terms 
of the revolutionary Congress, deducting from 
that half pay for life, the five years’ full pay which 
they have received. If, after making that deduc- 
tion, there is a balance due to any officer, or his 
representatives, I think it ought to be paid, and 
{ would vote to pay it with the utmost cheerful- 
ness. I would do this on the ground of the pov- 
erty of the Government, and its inability to make 
Provision for them at that early period. We have 
no facts before us sufficiently to enable us to legis- 
late intelligently upon the subject. In order to do | 


TUESDAY, JANUARY 11, 1853. 


officers, and the amount of money pledged by the 
certificates which were granted, giving five years’ 
full pay. If we had the amount of all these cer- 
tificates, | presume we should find that millions of 
dollars have been already paid. In the absence of 
that knowledge, you cannot tell what effect such a 
principle as we should establish by the passage of 
this bill will have. Perhaps the chairman of the 
committee which reported this bill can inform us 
now what was the amount of all the certificates 
issued giving five years’ full pay; I do not remem- 
ber; it must have been many millions. If, then, 
we are legislating upon the basis that there was a 
depreciation in the value of these certificates, so 
that they would bring but twelve and a half cents 
upon the dollar, we set a precedent that will in- 
volve many millions to meet. 

It is therefore manifest that this is a very im- 
portant subject, a very large subject; and we do 
not know the extent to which it may go, unless 
we know the amount for which all these certifi- 
cates were granted. Having these views, it seems 
to me that a general bill, granting half pay for life, 
after deducting the commutation, does justice to 
everybody, and that itcan only be done by a gen- 
eral bill. 

Mr. WALKER. I will make this proposition 
to the Senate, if they agree to vote down the 
amendment of the Senatorfrom Delaware. There 
was a period in our financial history during which 
it is known we were unable to pay our debts. 
The bill as it now stands, proposes to give interest 
from 1784 to 1852. Ifthe amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware is not agreed to, I will move to 
strike out ‘* 1852,’’ and insert ‘* 1832,"’ prior to 
which time we know we could not pay our debts. 
The Auditors and Comptrollers of the Treasury 
have taken the ground, upon general principles, 
that the Government ought not to pay interest for 
the period before that time. If, then, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware does not pre- 
vail, | will move to strike out ‘* 1852,”’ and insert 
‘¢ 1832."’ That would give interest up to the year 
1832—a twenty years’ deduction. I believe this 


to be a fair compromise between the differences of 


opinion upon this subject. For my own part, it 
would be gratifying to me individually, to my 
sense of justice, to see the interest given entirely, 
for in many of these cases there were no persons 
competent to present them to Congress, as they 
should have been presented at the proper period. 
Many of the parties interested were left in poverty. 
But after a while, there lived a lady of great amia- 
bility and great intelligence. She presented her 
case to Congress. Congress gave relief to her as 
the child of a revolutionary soldier. ‘That revived 
the hopes of the remainder of those old patriots 
and of their children; and they were unable to see 


why, in the case of that lady, this tardy justice of 


the Government should have been done, and in 
their cases it should be refused. It was this fault, 
if faultit was—but I do not think it was—on the 
part of Congress, that revived the hope that in all 
probability had long expired, that they were ever 
to get anything as an acknowledgment of the jus- 
tice due their ancestors, or the discharge of the 
obligations which the Government had assumed 

I say that revived their hopes. They came for- 
ward consequently, with a few cases, and they 
have been examined and found meritorious. 

There is not even the lack of record evidence 
in regard to their right. There has been no lack 
of proof of the actual loss sustained upon the cer- 
tificates; and in each case areport has been made. 
I shall, however, as these different views are en- 
tertained, propose in this bill to limit the interest 
up to the year 1832, to which time we know that 
the Government was unable to pay its debts. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I would inquire of the 
Chair, whether the honorable Senator from Wis- 
consin could not offer his amendment now and 
have it first considered? Has he not the right to 
perfect the bill before the question is taken upon 
the amendment of the Senator from Delaware’ 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that the question should be first taken upon the 


it, it is necessary to know the whole number of || proposition of the Senator from Delaware. 


“16 


New No. 16 


Serres. 





Mr. SEWARD. I suppose it will be in orde: 
to move to amend the amendment by striking out 
fifty two,’ and inserting ** thirty-two,”’ 
gested by the Senator from Wiseuonsi 


&s 


lhe PRESIDENT. Certainly it would be 
rder to move to amend the amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. Then! move to amend the 
amendment by stri ng ‘fifty-two,’ and i 
serting ** thirty-two : 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want to say one word 
about t mer ‘nt proposed, be suse I am in 
different about it And I do not wish to oppose 
i claim of this sort itl think the Senate should 
look at it caref Vv if you pass this bill and 
establish the prin contains, yeu virtually 

iy to the he ders, und the heirs of all those 
who ever held certificates of this sort, if they come 
to Congress and prove the depreciation of them, 
you will do the same act of justice for them which 
you now propose with regard to the heirs in this 
case. Wehave now a pretty large sum in the 
Treasury, and I do not know but it will be as 
good a use as can be made of the money to be 


stow it in this manner. I should certainly rathe: 
spend it in this way than to employ it 
war upon Spain for the pury ose of taking the 
Island of Cuba. But | think we had better delil 

erate a little before we take 


in making 


this step it seems 


to me that a measure which ts to pledge Congress 


to such a very wide field of lecislation as this will 
open, had better not be adopted upon a private 
ball. But iwreeably to the sugvestion made by 
some other Senators l think we should adopt some 
general bill upon the subject. When you once es 
tablish the pri ciple, | think it will go beyond the 
revolutionary war i do not remember, but my 
impression 18 that the Treasury notes, in which 
the Government paid the soldiers in the war of 1819, 


were sold n the market ata denrec 1tion of 


iY saome 
thing like twenty per cent. The 


jame princi le 


which will compel you to allow the difference be 
tween the commutation certificates and their actual 
value to the officers of the Revolution would com 
pel you to make up to the soldiers of the war of 
1812 the difference between the par v ilue of the 
notes and what they actually received. 1 think, 


if l am not mistaken, that in New England these 


notes were sold for eighty cents upon the dollar, 
and I do not know any difference between the 
two cases, wh! ‘h would not chmpe as to treat 
them alike | do} ot kn rw but tt may be a very 
ple ising idle 1, and one t! 118 nite ¢ nsolat ry to 
the minds and the humanity of Senators individ 
ually, to think of remunerat ie the sacrifices 
that were made in the war of the Revolutio l 

you cannot do it \ creat many of the most 
severe privations and the heaviest sacrifices were 
not those which can be pa d with money. Houses 
were burnt, families were driven from the peace 
and quiet of home; ‘and al e ord) ry operations 
of civi zed society were, in d fferent sections of 
the country, entirely defeated and broken un; and 
when you undertake to go down antl weich, meas 


sacrifices of 
mot he doy 


the perils and 
find that it ca 


ure, and ompensate 


that day, you will 


€ 


When you have done what it is proposed by this 
bill,and by a general measure iike it to do, you 
will have stopped very far short of compensating 


even the most meritorious sacrifices made by those 


who endured the privations end perils of that early 
contest 
Sut fam not going to oppose thia bill. IT am 


not going to vote againstit. I simply make this 
suggestion that we may understand, bef 
pass it, the door we are opening 
come in on the Nationa 
views, if the Se 


re we do 
for applicants to 
With these 
, 1 shall 


Lreasury. 


see fit to pass the bil! 


be one of the iast to interfere 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion 
that the Senator from Wiscensin can propose his 


amendment to the bill now. It is a mere ques 
tion of striking out. The Senator from Wisconsin 
proposes to amend the bill by striking out “ fifty 
two,’ and inserting “‘ thirty-two.” 

Mr. ADAMS. It seems to me that, according 
to the usual course of proceeding, the question 


| should be first put upon the amendment of the 








Senator trom UVelauware; but | care nothing tbout 
that. 1- desire, however, to make a few remarks 
upon the general sul)ject. : 

It is a very ungrateful task for any Senator to 
vote against a proposition to pay either a revolu- 
tionary soldier, or the deacendant of a revolution- 
ary soldier. We often hear suggestions made in 
reference to obligations resting upon the country 
to remunerate the services of those soldiers. Svr, 
it is utterly impossible that compensation can be 
made to the revolutionary soldiers for their services 
and sacrifices, for they have long since passed 
away; but we find their descendants coming for- 
ward and setting up claims. I think I have wit- 
nessed, upon this ce very great injustice done 
by the descendants of revolutionary soldiers to the 
merits of their ancestors. The services of the rev- 
olutionary soldiers have become common property ; 
they were intended to be for the benefit of their 
children, and of their country; they did not ex- 
pect to be paid in money for those services. Yet 
we are asked daily by their children, and their 
grandchildren to pay for services, for which their 
fathers and grandfathers would have spurned re- 
ceiving money as a compensation. 

They fought for the liberties which you have 
heard spoken of, and they achieved them, and re- 
ceive their country’s gratitude. Many of them 
were content with their losses, and thought them- 
selves well paid; but now it seems that every one 
who can claim to be a descendant of a revolution- 
ary soldier, is going back and hunting up some 
claim or other to get paid for his services in money. 
It is utterly impossible that we can make this pay- 
ment. The Government has paid this debt once. 
If the Government did not pay, it was the sol- 
dier’s misfortune. If any of these meritorious 
persons lost the compensation for their services 
from want of ability on the part of the Government 
to comply with its engagements, it was their mis- 
fortune. ‘They never complained of itin their day. 
I am willing—lam sure I have no great objec- 
tion—to pay losses which were actually sustained; 
but T am not willing to pay interest for three quar- 
ters of a century, because it would be, in my con- 
ception, setting a precedent which would result in 
a great expenditure of money. It is admitted that 
those who were able to hold on to their certificates 
received their money with interest. Others lost— 
some more, some less. It was their misfortune. 
They sustained their losses at that time, and I do 
not think it is any injustice to their children to 
consider their losses as common property with the 
great benefits resulting to the country from their 
services. lI can see no principle of justice or equity 
which demands the payment of interest in this 
case, up either to 1832 or 1852. 

Mr. BRODHEAD called for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment of Mr. Warkenr; and they 
were ordered. 

Mr. CHARLTON. If we should adopt the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin, I pre- 
sume it would be competent afterwards to adopt 
that of the Senator from Delaware? 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. WALKER. As the bfll at present reads, 
it gives interest down to 1852. I propose to give 
interest only down to 1832, from which time the 
Government has been able to pay tis debts. 

Mr. CHASE. My objection to theamendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin is simply this: If 
this be a debt due to these parties, it ought to be 
paid, and paid with full interest; if it be not a 
debt which is due, the Government is not under 
any obligation to pay it, and should not pay. An- 
other reason is, that I think, when we are on this 
subject, we had better dispose of it altogether; 
and just as certainly as we divide the interest now, 
the parties concerned will come before us again at 
the next Congress, or at some future Congress, 
and claim the twenty years’ interest upon the same 
ground upon which they claim the amount now 
proposed to be paid. 

The amendment of Mr. WALKER was agreed 
to by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messts. Borland, Brodhead, Catheart, Chariton, 
Clarke, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Downs, 
Feich, Fish, Houston, Jones of lowa. Morton, Rusk, Sew- 
ard, Smith, Wade, Walker, and Weller—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bayard, 
Bradbury, Bright. Brooke, Butler, Chase, De Saussure, 
Hale, Mangum, Norris, Spruance, Sumner, and Under- 
wood—l6. 

The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. 


Bayarp to amend the bill by striking out alto- || 





gether the provision for the allowance of interest. 

Mr. BAYARD. Upon that amendment | ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: 

VY EAS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, 


Bright, Chariton, De Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Felch, 


Geyer, Houston, Jones of lowa, Norris, Smith, Spruance, | 


and Underwood—16. 


NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Borland, Brodhead, Brooke, | 
Catheart, Chase, Clarke, Dodge of Wisconsin, Downs, | 
Fish, Gwin, Hale, Mangum, Morton, Seward, Sumner, 


Wade, and Walker—18. 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- | 


ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 
Mr. BAYARD called for the yeas and nays 


upon the question of ordering the bill to be en- 


rrossed for a third reading. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and being | 


taken, resulted as follows: 
, 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Borland, Brooke, Catheart, 
Clarke, Dodge of Wisconsin, Downs, Pish, Gwin, Houston, 


lb. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams. Atchison, Bayard, Bradbury, 
Bright, Chariton, Chase, Davis, De Saussure, Dodge of 
lowa, Feleh, Geyer, Hale, Hamln, Jones of Lowa, Nor- 
ris, Smith, Spruance, Sumner, and Underwood—20. 

So the bill was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. Having voted with the majority, 
I move that the vote refusing to order the bill to a 
third reading, be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT. 
tered upon the Journal. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuurspay, January 6, 1853. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer | 


by the Rev. C. M. Burier. 


TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The first business in order | 
is the call of committees for reports, beginning | 


The SPEAKER. 


with the Committee on Elections. 


THE GARDINER CLAIM. 
Mr. KING, of New York. As the business 
before the House is the call of committees for re- 


| ports, I presume now may be a proper time to 


call up, for the consideration of the House, the 
bill reported by the select committee appointed to 
inquire into the Gardiner claim. 

‘he SPEAKER. That is the business in order 
if the gentleman calls it up. A motion is pending 
to recommit the bill. , 


Mr. KING. I propose to let that motion stand, | 


in order to keep the bill before the House. I ask 
now that the bill may be read, and then I pro- 
pose, with the consent of the committee, to offer 
an amendment. 

The bill, with the amendments, was then read 
through by the Clerk, as follows: 

A Bill to prevent frauds upon the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That all transfers and assignments hereafter made of any 
claim upon the United States, or any part or share thereof, 
or interest therein, whether absolute or conditional, and 


whatever may be the consideration therefor ; and all pow- | 


ers of attorney, orders, or other authorities, for receiving 


paymentof any such claim, or any part or share thereof, | 
shall be absolutely null and void, unless the same shall | 
be freely made and executedin the presence of at least two || 
attesting Witnesses, after the allowance of such claim, the | 
ascertainment of the amount due, and the issuing of a war- 


rant for the payment thereof. 
Sec.2. And be ut further enacted, That any officer of the 
United States, or person holding any place of trust or profit, 


or discharging any official fanction, under, orin connection | 


with anv Executive Department of the Government of the 
United States, or under the Senate or House of Representa- 
tives of the United States, who, after the passage of this act, 
shall receive any gratuity from any claimant against the 
United States, or shall act as an agent or attorney for pros- 
ecuting any claim against the United States, or shall in any 
manner, or by any means otherwise than in the discharge 
of his proper official duties, aid or assist in the prosecution 
or support of any such claim or claims, shall be liable toin- 
dictment, as for a misdemeanor, in any court of the United 


| States having jurisdiction for the trial of crimes and misde- 


meanors ; and, on conviction, shall pay a fine not exceed- 
ing twice the amount of gratuity, fee, or compensation, re- 


| ceived by the person so convicted, or suffer imprisonment 
| in the penitentiary not exceedi.g one year, or both, as the 
| court, in its discretion, shall adjudge 


Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That any Senator or 


| Representative in Congress who, after the passage of this 
| act, shall receive any gratuity from any claimantagainst the 


United States, or shall, for compensation paid or to be paid, 
certain or contingent, act as agent or attorney for prosecu- 


ting any claim or claims against the United States, or shall {| 





Jayard, Bradbury, | 


Mangum, Morton, Seward, Wade, Walker, and Weller— 


, F |, vide a remedy against attempts at fraud une 
That motion will be en- | : f pon the 


| now pending to recommit the bill. 


[Mr. Oups] has the floor. ) 
to the amendment which my colleague [Mr. Ha- 
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ach Com pensati n 
’ 





in any manner or by any means, for sy 
aid or assistin the prosecution or support of any on. 
or claims, shall be liable to indictment, a toe aim 
meanor, in any court of the United States having aan 
tion tor the trial) of crimes and misdemeanors : aa. ae 
viction, shall pay a fine not exceeding twice the aoa — 
the gratuity or compensation received by the soutien on of 
victed, or suffer imprisonment in the penitentiary nok es 
ceeding one year, or both, as the court, in its diserer 7 
shall adjudge Te 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the provis 
of this act, and of the act of July twenty-nine, eightoenhen 
dred and forty-six, entitled “ An act in relation to the 
ment of claims,”’ shall apply and extend to all claims aatine 
the United States, whether allowed by special aets of Con. 
gress Or arising under general laws or treaties, or in pt 
other manner whatever; and every offense against the ae 
visions of this act shall be a misdemeanor. - 

Mr. KING proposed to amend the bill by ip 
serting after the word ‘* States,’’ in the eighth line 
of the second section, the following: ri 

Or agree to receive, or receive, 
marriage, any share or pecuniary 
against the United States. 


_ Also, to amend the third section, by insertine 
in the fourth line, after the word ** States,’ the fol. 
lowing: 

Or agree to receive, or receive, except by inheritance 
bequest or marriage, any share or pecuniary interest j ; 
claim against the United States. 

Mr. KING. When the committee made their 
report upon this subject, it was their design sim. 
ply to submit the testimony which they had taken 

. ’ 
and to report a bill which they hoped would | 


except by inheritance or 


y interest in any claim 


n any 


TO- 


Treasury, and to furnish a means to ascertain and 
correct imputations, which I believe, indeed | may 
say, from my intercourse with the members of this 
body, | know are groundless, but which, never. 
theless, are made general against Congress. tig 
due to the honor, it is due to the character of the 
Government and of Congress, that there should be 
no mistake or uncertainty about the law in refer- 
ence to any act of impropriety of this character, 
impeaching the motives of a member of Congress 
or officer of the Government, in reference to the 
support or allowance of ¢any* bill or claim. A 
member of Congress should be precluded from the 
right to vote, as he is by our rules of order in al! 
cases where he has a personal interest in a measure, 

By the bill reported, it is provided that in all 
cases where He has such interest procured during 
his membership, he shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor. Misdemeanors are impeachable 


| offenses, and for this reason the committee insert- 


ed that clause in the bill. It opens to prosecution 
by impeachment every offending officer of the 
Government, where impeachment is proper. It 
opens also, indiscriminately, from highest to low- 
est, every officer of the Government who violates 
the provisions of this law to indictment by a grand 
jury, and subjects the offender, upon conviction, 
to imprisonment in the penitentiary, or to fine, or 
both, according to the discretion of the court, 
The subject does not, in my judgment, or in the 


judgment of the committee, — any extended 
|elaboration or explanation. 


he report and bill 
have been printed and before the House for some 
time, and I ask that they may now be taken up 


|| for consideration. 


Mr. OLDS obtained the floor. 

Mr. HAVEN. [ask the gentleman from Ohio 
to yield the floor for a moment, to allow me to offer 
an additional section to the bill, with the view that 
it may be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remark to 
the gentleman from New York, that a motion is 
It will not bein 
order to offer any amendment while that motion |s 

ending. 

Mr. KING. 1 believe the gentleman from Ohio, 
I have no objection 


VEN] proposes to offer; and, with the understand- 
ing that he will renew the motion to recommit, when 
he shall have presented his amendment, | will 
withdraw the motion. My object is to keep the 
subject constantly before the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. I will renew the motion. 

Mr. KING. Then I withdraw the motion to 
recommit. 

Mr. HAVEN. I now offer the following as a0 
additional section to the bill, viz: 

Sec. 5. And he it further enacted, That if any person oF 
persons shall, directly or indirectly, promise, offer, or £1? 
or cause, or procure to be promised, offered, or given, any 
money, goods, rights in action, bribe, present, or reward, 
or any promise, contract, undertaking, obligation, or securily 
for the payment or delivery of any money, goods, right 12 







ann sl 


yeaah 4 











1853. 


vn. bribe, present, or reward, or any other valuable thing 
veer. to auy member of the Senate or House of Rep 
: a aw of the United States, after his election as 

— her ‘and either before or after he shall have quali 
a : taken his seat; orto any officer of the United 
siege wrson holding any place of trust or profit, or 
States, “ ; anv official fanctions under Or in connection 





é ny department of the Government of the United 
we or under the Senate or House of Representatives 


she United States after the passage of this act, with the 
ront to influence his vote, opinion, «cision, or judgment, 
S se the intent to bias his mind on any question, matter, 
ayse or proceeding which may then be pending, or may 
as 1 ww, or under the Constitution of the United states be 
a ught before him in his official capacity, orin his place 
trust or profit, and shall be thereot convicted, such per 
» or persons, ius offering, promi-ing, or giving, or caus 
ae or Dr curing to be promised, offered, or given any such 
ae, woods, right in action, bribe, present, or reward, or 
— omive, contract, undertaking, obligation or security 
any P 1 AV ment or delivery of any money, goods, rightin ac 


o 


: Cri , presentor rew ard, or other valuable thing what- 
aver, and the member, officer, or persou, who shall, in any 
whe acceptor receive the same or any part thereof. shall be 
able toindictment as for a high crime and misdemeanor be 


fore any court of the United States having jurisdiction for 
the tial of crimes and misdemeanors, and shall, upon con- 
yietion thereof, be fined not exceeding three times the 
amount so offered, promised, orgiven, and imprisoned in a 
“ nitentiary not exceeding three years, and the member or 
erson convieted of so accepting or receiving the same, or 
any part thereof, shall forfeit his office and place, and any 
person 80 CONV icted under this section, shall forever be dis 
qualified to hold any otiice of power, trust, or profit under 
the United States. 


‘ 


(A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Aspury Dtckuns, its Secretary, 
informing the Hous@ of the passage by that body 
of the following bills and resolution, viz: Senate 
bill No. 301, to authorize the issuing.of duplicate 
land warrants in the nanves of Lucretia Barton and 
Prudence Blandon; An act to continue half pay 
to certain widows and orphans; and a resolu- 
tion agreeing to the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the joint resolution, No. 67, en- 
titled “* A resolution allowing, in certain cases, to 
the owners of steamers, further time to make the 
necessary preparation to bring their vessels within 
the provisions of theactentitled ‘ An act toamend 
an act to provide for the better security of the lives 
of passengers on board of vessels propelled in 
whole or in part by steam, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved A ugust 30, 1852. ” 

(Mr. BARRERE, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, presented as correctly enrolled the fol- 
lowing bili and resolution; which received the sig- 
nature of the Speaker, viz: 

“ A bill for the relief of Mrs. Margaret L. Worth: and 

“A resolution authorizing, in certain cases, the owners 
of steamers further time to make the necessary prepara 
) bring their vessels within the provisions of the act 
entitled ‘ An act to amend an act entitled An act to provide 
for the better security of passengers on board of ve-~sels 
propelled in whole or in part by steam, and for other pur 
poses,’ approved August 3), 1852.77] 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair will remark to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Haven] that, 
strictly speaking, it is not now in order to amend 
any part of the bill except the first section. In 
other words, the bill must be considered by its 
sections, in rerular order. . 

Mr. HAVEN. I supposed so. I, at the same 
time, wanted the House to have notice of the 
amendment which I propose. I wished my col- 
league [Mr. Kwa] to be placed in the position in 
which he desired to be placed, to renew the motion 
to recommit. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Otps,] I 
will say that [ hope the House will unanimously 
agree that the amendment proposed by the rentle- 
man from New York may be considered as now 
pending. The reason why I suggest it is, that 
there is a probability this bill will be finally dis- 
posed of under the previous question, and if his 
amendment is not now considered as pending, it 
will be cut off by the previous question. : 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, each 
amendment may be presented, and then in case 
the previous question is called and sustained, they 
will be taken up and disposed of in their order. 
If there be no objection, that course will be pur- 
sued in regard to this bill. 


No objection was made, and the amendments 
were considered as pending. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I hope, also, 


y unanimous consent, these amendments will be 
ordered to he printed. 


Mr. STANLY. I have no objection to the 
printing, provided it will not delay the passage of 
the bill; but as they will appear in print in the 


tons 1 


Globe to-morrow morning, I think that printing 
will answer every purpose. 
No objection was made,and the amendments 
were ordered, by unanimous consent, t 
Mr. FREEMAN. I wish to 


amendment. The bill now reads: 


be printed, 
ofier another 


‘*Shall be liable to indictment, as for a misdemeanor, 
in any court ot the United States having jurisdiction for 
the trial of crimes and misdemeanors,” Ke. 

The terms of the bill would allow a party to be 
indicted in any court of the United States having 
jurisdiction of crimes, but a party ought not to be 
indicted except inf a county having jurisdiction of 
the person also. 1 propose to amend by inserting 
after the word ** jurisdiction,’’ the words ‘* of the 
party, and.*’ It will then read, ** shall be liable to 
indictment, as for a misdemeanor, in any court of 
the United States having jurisdiction of the party, 
and for the trial of crimes and misdemeanors,” &c. 

Mr. OLDS occupied the floor an hour upon the 
subjectof Mr. Corwin’s connection with the Gard- 
iner claim, maintaining that, according to the re- 
port of the investigating committee, it was estab- 
lished that that gentleman had notdivested himself 
of all interest in the claim before accepting the of- 
fice of Secretary of the Treasury. {His remarks 
are published in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I wish to ask the 
gentleman one question. I wish to know if he 
differs from the committee when they say that 
there is no evidence tending to prove that Mr. 
Corwin had any knowledge of # fraud in connec- 
tion with this claim ? 

Mr. OLDS. The gentleman has the floor, and 
has the evidence before him. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, sir, I move that the 
bill be recommitied to the select committee. 

Mr. CLINGMA N. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. STANT." If that motion prevails, what 
will become ill now under consideration ? 

The SPi It will remain before the 
House as u business. 

Mr. STA 


Then it will come up to-mor- 
row, after th 


g of the Journal. 

The SPEAK It will come up at any time 
when it is the pleasure of the House to consider 
it. Having been entertained by unanimous con- 
sent, the Chair is inclined to think that it is not 
confined to the morning hour, but may be con- 
sidered at any time. 

Mr. STANLY. I hope the Chair will not de- 
cide that question finally, for I want a consider- 
ation of that point. But if the bill will come up 
to-morrow, I have no objection to the motion of 
my colleague. 

The SPEAKER. The motion now pending to 
recommit will keep it before the body. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Cuine- 
MAN’S motion, and it was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bay ty, of Vir- 
ginia, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the question be- 
fore the committee was the consideration of House 
bill No. 335, ‘making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30th, 1853,”’ and that the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Marsuacr] was entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. MARSHALL, took the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee an hour upon the subject 
of our foreign policy generally, and denounced 
the conduct of the present Administration as pusil- 
lanimous and degrading in the extreme in the man- 
agement of the Cuban question. [His remarks 
are published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. HOWARD then obtained the floor, and 
addressed the committee upon the Cuban question, 
maintaining that it was the duty of the United 
States to take possession of and hold that Island, 
if it could not be had upon other terms. [His 
remarks are published in the Appendix.) 

Mr. BELL next obtained the floor, but yielded 
to 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, who moved that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
Barxr) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
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on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the state of the 


sideration, 


Union generally under con- 

House bill No. 335 
‘*making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
t} 


and particularly " 
1e appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1853,”’ and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Tne SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
there is necessity for the appointment of another 
member upon the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
One gentleman, a member of that committee, is 
absent, and another is indisposed, so that he is 
unable toattend to its duties. If itis the pleasure 
of the House, the Chair will appotat another in- 
dividual member. 

There 

The SPEAKER stated that he would appoint 
Mr. Hewy, of lowa. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is a report 
upon the table, from the Clerk of this House, in 
relation ti disbursement of the contingent fund 
of the last session. It has been there for some 
days, and | wish merely to take it ip that it may 
be laid upon the table and printed, 


bem? no objection, 


>the h 


There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | communication 
from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
which relates to the bill now under discussion in 
some sort, which | wish to present to the House, 
and ask that it be printed. It relates to the defi- 
ciency bill, and is explanatory of it. 

There bei iz nool jection, the document was or- 
dered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. GIDDINGS, it was 

Ordered, 


of the 


have a 


That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 
, the p ipersin the case of vi ipes Olmeste ad, 
forthe purpose of being referred to the proper department, 


Mr. BELL. I ask the 


the House to introduce a bill to amend the bounty 


I 
Louse 


unanimous consent of 


land laws of Ohio, for the purpose of referring it 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 
that the House adjourn. 
The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 


| object, and move 


So the House adjourned till to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


PETITIONS, Ke, 

The following petitions were 
and referred to the appropriate committees: 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York 
heirs of James W. Wood, for remune 
while held in imprisonment by the British Government ia 
the warof 1512, in retaliation for British civilians and «nb 
jects taken near Port Niagara, and held in imprisonment in 
the United States 

On motion by Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, 

Ordered, Tiat the petition and papers oi Achsa Thurbur 
and others, be the files of the House 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. DEAN : The petition of Joseph Weeks and others, 
citizens of Dutchess county, New York, for a new pest route 
from Poughkeepsie to South Dover, via Lu Grangeville. 


presented under the rule, 


The petition of the 
ration for losees, Ax ‘ 


taken trom and re- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 7, 1853. 
The House met™t twelve o’clock, m. 
Rev. C. M. Buries 
1, 


The Journal of yesterday was rea and approved, 


Prayer 
by the 


STATUE OF JACKSON—ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. ORR. I rise to a privilege question. A 
few days aco a communication was read by the 
Sneaker. and laid before the House, from the Com- 


mittee of Arrancements, to attend the inauguration 
of the equestrian statue of General Jackson. No 
action was taken upon it at the time. that 
when this House adjourns it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next, with the understanding that the 
House can informally attend the ceremonies 

The question was ‘then taken upon Mr. Orr’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWIE. I move that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the W hole upon the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. WILCOX. I wish the gentleman would 
withdraw his motion for a moment, and | will be 
under great obligations to him. 

Mr. BOWIE. I will withdraw it for a 
ment. 

Mr. WII.COX. Inowaska favor ofthe House— 
a thing which I have not done since I have 
a member of this body. 


l move 


mo- 


been 
l have ar 
ing to ask a favor in which | have no pereonal tne 
terest whatever. If the favor were for one of my 
constituents, [ would not ask it, for, in doing so, 


sen this morte 





ar? 


- 


je inne 


dl ipemett thet santentts i ny niet sings ay 


a pid 
eo 


Hz 
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I might give precedence to his business over that 
of the constituents of other members. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to take up Sen- 
ate bill No. 429, for thé relief of an individual who 
has no immediate representative. It is for the re- 
lief of Colonel Benjamin S. Roberts. I would re- 
mark, that if permission be granted to call up that 
bill from the table, I will make no speech, but 
content myself in having a short report read; 
which report was made by the Hon. Mr. Berrien, 
of Georgia, a conscientious man. I am fully per- 
suaded that no one will object, when that report 
is read, and that every member of the House will 
vote for the bill. I therefore ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to take up the bill. I will 
never ask any other favor if this be granted; and 
I am sure that every member will congratulate 
himself upon having an opportunity of doing jus- 
tice to a most meritorious individual. I hopethere 
will be no objection to the motion. 

Several Mrempers objected. 

Mr. BOWIE. I now renew my motion that 
the House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
W hole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HALL. Iask the Chair if there are not 
several private bills from the Senate upon the 
Speaker’s table which have not been referred to 
committees ? 

The SPEAKER. 
one hundred. 

Mr. HALL. Would it be in order to call up 
those bills this morning—this being private bill 
day? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot supersede the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Bowie} to go into a Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. HALL. If that be voted down, willit not 
be in order to call up these bills? 

The SPEAKER. It will then be in order to 
take up bills reported from Committees of the 
Whole [louse at the last session. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the gentleman from 


Maryland [Mr. Bowie] to waive his motion, and 
allow me to report the last one of the appropria- 


There are something like 


tion bills which I am required, under the rules of 


the House, to report within thirty days. To-mor- 
row the thirty days will terminate. 

Mr. STANLY. I have no obje ‘tion that the 
committees shall be called for reports, when the 
Committee on Ways and Means will have a 
chance; but I object to setting aside the rules and 
receiving reports out of order. If the committees 

enerally be called, the Committee on Ways and 
a will be soon reached in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope, if my friend from 
North Carolina [Mr. Sranty] will not help me 
to make bills, that he will at least assist me to re- 
port them. 

Mr. STANLY. 


} 


All the letting is on that side | 


of the House; and if we donot adhere to the | 


rules, we shall get through with no public 
ness. 


Mr. HOUSTON, 


The rules require me to | 


make this report, and I will ask the Chair if I | 


cannot make it now? 

Mr. HOWARD. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER. A question of order, grow- 
ing out of the proposition made by the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. Houston] to report an appro- 

riation bill from the Committee on Ways and 

eans. The gentleman from Alabama makes the 
point that he has the right, under the rule requir- 
ing appropriation bills to be reported within the 
first thirty days of the session, to report the Navy 
bill. The Chair must overrule the point of order. 
The thirty days have gone by, and the gentleman 
cannot bring himself within the rules. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think that the Chair is 


mistaken. From the day of the organization of 


the committee the thirty days have not expired | 
to-day ; and therefore it brings me within the rules. | 


The rules require me to make this report to-day. 
Mr.STUART. That does notgive the gentle- 
man from Alabama any right to report out of 
order. 
ready to report, and if the House does not see fit to 
receive the report, he is not at fault. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
int of order made by the gentleman from Ala 
ama. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Then I suppose that the 


He has discharged his duty when he is | 


DUSi- 1} 


objection will be entered upon the Journal, and 
that I made a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. That matter will not go upon 
the Journal unless an appeal is taken. 

Mr.STANLY. I have no objection to having 
it entered upon the Journal that Mr. Sranzy,a 
member of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
objected to the head of the committee reporting an 
appropriation bill out of order this day, and in- 
sists upon his objection, as he has a*right to do. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [am perfectly willing for it 
to go upon the record. z mu 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Bowtre’s 
motion, and it was decided in the affirmative. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, (Mr. Pue pes in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. This being objection day, 
upon which the consideration of bills can be op- 
posed by a single objection, the Clerk will pro- 
ceed to read the bills upon the calendar, com- 
mencing with House bill No. 161. 


BILLS PASSED IN COMMITTEE. 


The following bills and resolutions, to which 
there was no objection, coming up in théir order 
on the calendar, were considered, and ordered to 
be laid aside to be reported to the House, witha 
recommendation that they do pass, viz: 

No. 161. A bill to provide for the payment of the 
companies of Captains Bush, Price, and Suarez, 
for military services in Florida. 


No. 177. A bill for the relief of Elizabeth E. 
Field. [This bill provides for the payment of a 


pension to the widow of Captain Field, who was 
killed at Monterey, on the 21st of September, 
1846. ] 

No. 202. A bill for the relief of the widow and 
orphan children of Colonel William R. McKee, 
late of Lexington, Kentucky. [This bill provides 
for the payment to Mrs McKee of $1,200 for the 
use of herself and children, and for granting one 
quarter section of land to each of her children.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE moved to amend the 
bill by striking out the word ** five,’’ before ** chil- 
* go that it would read “‘ orphan children.”’ 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

No. 248. A bill for the relief of Captain Lewis 
E. Simonds. [The bill directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Captain Simonds the sum of 
$°00, for expenses incurred in defending himself 
against two suits brought against him for the 
arrest and detention of the’ brig Casket, on the 
coast of Africa, on a charge of being engaged in 
the slave trade in 1846, when he was in command 
of the United States ship Marion. 

No. 249. A bill forthe relief of Harlow Spalding. 
[The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to Spalding the usual compensation allowed 
to naval store-keepers, at foreign ports, for ser- 
vices rendered by them.] 

No. 265. A bill for the relief of Joseph M. Wil- 
coxon. 

No. 272. A bill for the relief of John Ozias. 

No. 275. A bill for the reliefof William J. Price. 
{The bill confirms Price in his title to a certain 
tract of land in Jackson county, Alabama. ] 

8. No. 50. An act for the relief of Sidney S. Al- 
cott. 


as ’ 
aren, 


H. R. No. 278. A bill for the relief of Margaret | 


3aury. [The bill directs the Secretary of the In- 
terior to place upon the roll of revolutionary pen- 


| sioners the name of Margaret Baury of Boston, 


Massachusetts, widow of Louis Baury, who served 


' during the revolutionary war as captain of grena- 
| diers, at the rate of $600 per annum, commencing 
on the 25th of June, 1850, and to continue during || 


her natural life. } 

No. 279. A billforthe relief of Mary Pearson. 
(The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place on the roll of revalutionary pensioners the 
name of Mary Pearson, widow of Silas Pearson, 
at the rate of $24 per month, to commence from 
16th March, 1848.} 

No. 243. A bill to surrender to the State of Ohio 
the unfinished portion of the Cumberland road in 
said State. 

S. No. 130. An act for the relief of John T. 
Sullivan. [The bill directs the Paymaster General 


to pay Sullivan for services rendered by him in | 


folding, stitching, and binding certain copies of the 


_ laws and instructions to postmasters. 


No. 296. A bill for the reliefof John J. Sykes. 
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[The bill authorizes the payment to John J.Syk 
of clerk hire, rent, and Salary as special ag y = 
the Post Office Department in California.) Oe of 

J. R..No. 22. A joint resolution tl 
of J. P. Converse. [The bill directs the paym 
to J. P. Converse of the sum of $636 98, as ag 
pensation for his per diem services and traveling 
and other expenses while acting as special agent 
for the Post Office Department. | — 

No. 302. An act for the relief of the \ 
Southern Railroad Company. 

S. No. 217. Anact for the relief of William Spei- 
den. 

No. 305. A bill for the relief of John Dearmit 

, T ¢ . . ° . . 

S. No. 206. A bill granting a pension to Mrs 
Elizabeth V. Lomax. [The bill provides that the 
Secretary of the Interior be authorized and directed 
to place the name of Elizabeth V. Lomax on the 
pension roll at the rate of thirty dollars per month 
commencing March 27, 1842, and to continue dy. 
ring her natural life.] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
by striking out the above provision, and substity. 
ting a provision that the Secretary of the Interior 
pay to Elizabeth V. Lomax, one half the monthly 
pay to which her husband was entitled at the time 
of his death, to commence with the first day of 
January, 1850, and to continue during the term of 
five years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

No. 317. A bill for the relf#@fof Nathan H. Dar. 
ling. [The bill provides that the Secretary of the 
Interior be authorized and directed to place the 
name of Nathan H. Darling upon thelist of invalid 
pensioners, at the rate of eight dollars per month, 
to commence with the 5th day of April, 1842, and 
continue during his natural life.} 

No. 318. A bill forthe relief of Gilman Smith, of 
Sycamore, in the State of Illinois. [The bill pro- 
vides that the Secretary of the Interior be authorized 
and directed to place the name of Gilman Smith 
upon the list of invalid pensioners, at eight dollars 
per month, to commence on the first day of Janu- 
ary, 1852, and to continue during the term of his 
natural life. } 

J. R. No. 26. Joint resolution for the relief of 
Thompson Barnet. [The resolution provides that 
the Postmaster General be authorized and required 
to pay to Thompson Barnet the sum of $123 76, 
for carrying the mail from Logansport, in the 
State of Indiana, to Winnamac, in the same 
State, from July 1, 1842, to February 16, 1843.) 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS PASSED 

OVER INFORMALLY. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will state to 
the committee that there are several bills follow- 
ing, of the merits of which I know nothing, but 
which have been regularly reported here, with re- 
ports accompanying them, but the gentleme n wh 
reported them have the reports in their possession, 
where they cannot now be obtained. It is hardly 
fair that the bills should come up and receive the 
implied censure which an objection would give 
them, for want of the proper information concern- 
ing them, which cannot now be furnished. | 


‘or the relief 


lichigan 


| therefore ask that they may be passed over in- 


formally, and come up some other time. 

There was no objection, and the following bills 
and joint resolutions were accordingly informally 
passed over: 


No. 320. A bill for the relief of James H. Jen- 


| kins. 


No. 321. A bill for the relief of John Frink. — 

J. R. No. 27. Joint resolution for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Wade Allen, deceased; 
and 

J. R. No. 28. Joint resolution granting the peti- 
tion of William and Matthew Moss. 

BILL TO BE REJECTED. 

H.R.No. 319. A bill for the relief of Samuel F 
Butterworth, came up next in order. 

Mr. PENN. I will state, that in this case the 
claim has been settled, and there is, therefore, 0° 
need of any further action upon the case. I de 


| sire to withdraw the papers in the case, and ask 


| 
} 


| that the bill may receive no further action. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state‘ 


| the gentleman from Louisiana, that the committee 


| 
} 
| 
| 


has no power to grant leave to withdraw the 
papers, and that the bill must receive some action 
from the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would sugges 
to the gentleman from Louisiana, that he move to 
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tay the bill aside, to be reported to the House with 
che recommendation that it do not pass. 

“Mr. PENN. Ihave no objection to that course, 
and will make that motion. 


i 


The question was put, and the motion agreed to. 


BILLS OBJECTED TO. 

The following bills and resolutions coming up in 
their order on the calendar, and being objected to 
az indicated below,«were ordered to be laid aside 
for future action, under the 30th rule, which pro- 
vides that the bills to the passage of which no ob- 
‘ection shall be made, shall be first considered and 
disposed of. : . : 

No. 175. A bill for the relief of Anthony Wal- 

» Bayard. [Objected to by Mr. Harnis, of 
Tennessee. | es cs 

No. 199. A bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Bernard Todd. (Objected to by Mr. 
Tones, of Tennessee. | 
"No. 200. A bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentati\ es of John H. Platt, deceased. [Objected 
toby Mr. SACKETT. | 
“No. 247. A bill for the relief of James Glynn. 
Obiected to by Mr. ‘Letcuer.} 
~ No. 203. A bill for the relief of the trustees of 
the Philadelphia Gas Works. [Objected to by 
Mr. Jones, of Tennessee. | 

No. 250. A bill forthe reliefof S. Morris Waln. 
[Obijected to by Mr. SKEL1 ON. ]} 

"No. 274. A bill for the relief of Jasper A. Malt- 
by. [Objected to by Mr. Goopenow. ] 

"No, 285. A bill for the relief of Britain Franks, 
assignee of Joseph M. Smith. ([Objected to by 
Mr. Letcuer. } 

J.R. No. 21. A joint resolution for the relief 
of Mary Reeside, executrix of James Reeside, 
deceased. [Objected to by Mr. Jones, of Ten- 

essee. | 

S. No. An act for the relief of John F. Cal- 
lan, administrator of Daniel Renner, deceased. 
[Objected to by Mr. Goopenow. } 
An act for the relief of Colonel 
James R. Creecy. [Objected to by Mr. Hunter. } 

No. 306. A bill for the benefit of J. C. Buckles, 


152. 


S. No. 276. 


of Louisville, Kentucky. [Objected to by Mr. 
Harris, of Tennessee. | 
No. 307. A bill for the relief of McAtee and 


Eastham. [Objected to by Mr. Sackert.] 

No. 308. A bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Nathan? Patten, deceased, late post- 
master in Missouri. [Objected to by Mr. Jones, 
of Tennessee. | 

No. 324. A bill authorizing the adjustment and 
payment of the claims of William Hazzard Wizg, 
deceased, for losses sustained by him during the 
war of the Revolution. [Objected to by Mr. 
lones, of Tennessee. } 

Mr. GOODENOW. I objected to Senate Bill 
No. 152, for the relief of John F. Callan. It was 
then my recollection that the bill was brought up 
and considered during the last session of Congress. 
I find, however, that I was mistaken in this. I 
now desire to withdraw my objection to that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Other gentleman objected, 
according to the recollection of the Chair. He 
will, moreover, state to the gentleman from Maine, 
that aside from this fact, the bills having been 
taken up in their regular order, and the bill to 
which the gentleman refers having been passed 
by, the withdrawal of the objection would not 
bring the bill again before the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I believe the cal- 
endar has now been read through. I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

7 The committee accordingly rose, and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the Chairman 
(Mr. Puexps] reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House had had the Private Calen- 
dar under consideration, and had instrucsed him 
to report sundry bills, some with the recommend- 
ation that they do pass, and one with the recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It will take some time to 
dispose of all the bills reported by the Committee 
of the Whole, and but a moment for me to report 
the naval appropriation bill. I therefore ask the 
consent of the House to report that bill now. 

The SPEAKER. Upon referring to the rules, 
the Chair is of the opinion that the gentleman has 
the right to report’the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON then, from the Committee on 


_THE CON 


| Ways and Means, soporte a bill making appro- 


priations for the naval service for the fiscal year 


| ending June 30, 1854; which was read a first and 


second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. PHELPS. In relation to the bills whic 
have been reported by the Committee of the 
Whole, I presume it will meet the approbation of 
the L1ouse that they be read by their titles, and 





. ‘ i 
then passed en masse with the amendments re- 
ported by th® committee. If there be no objectio: 
{ will make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can only be en- 
tertained by unanimous consent. 
Mr. LETCHER. I object. 


The SPEAKER. Then the bills must be taken 


up in their regular order and disposed of separately. 


Mr. BOCOCK. I desire to knowif tlle first 
business in order is the consideration of the bill 
for the relief of David Myerle? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The first busi- 


ness in order is the coi side ration of H yl e bil 
No. 154, for the relief of Patrick 

Mr. PHELPS I 
allow the regular order of business to pass over 
informatly, and consider at this time the bills just 


appeal to the House 
rt 


| reported from the Committee of the Whole House 


I presume there will not be more than 
pose of these bills; and as they are fresh in the 
minds of the members, they will proceed with 
more dispatch in that consideration, than with 
those which-lie over on the Speaker’s table from 
the last session. ; 


Mr. ORR. I ob 


time todis- 


ject, and insist that they 
taken up in their regular order. ' 
Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Vire . 
{Mr. CLEMENS, | who ts interested in the bill no 
under consideration for the relief of Patrick Ga 


has re juested that | should withdraw the moti 


made by me when the bill was last under considel 
ation. Out of court sy to that gentieman, I w 
withdraw the motion, if, by so doing, I can give} 
an opportunity of ¢ xplaining briefly the bill. 1 


might inflict great injury upon Mr. i 
ing upon my motion to lay upon the table. «I am 
quite sure I cannot vote for the bill; but if the 
House decide that it is right, t 

bill. I understand th 
of the gentleman from Virginia, {[Mr. CLemens 
He is a new member and has never had an opp 
tunity of explaining the object of the bill. | will 
therefore withdraw my motion, with 
affording that opportunity. 


ey can | Ss Lhe 


e netitioner is a constituent 


a view oj 


Mr. STUART. ] desire to make an inquil y of 


the Chair in relation to a matter which 
been suggested to me. I desireto know whether, 
as this is objection day, any discussion can arise 
upon the bills before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the same rule which prevents debate in Com 
mittee of the Whole House on objection day, will 
also apply to the consideration of the bills ré 
sorted from the committees on that day in the 
Sense: He thinks if objection be made to any 
bill it must go over. 


Mr. STUART. 


has just 


Is it in order to move to vo to 


| the consideration of the business on the Speaker 
table, with a view of taking up the private bills 
| there and referring them? 


The SPEAKER. The first business i: 
is the consideration of the report of the Commit 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STUART. But is it not competent for 
the House to proceed to the business on 
er’s table? 

The SPEAKER. It is 
motion, except by unanimous consen 

Mr. COBB. If I withdraw my motion to lay 


tne Sneak- 


not in order to make the 


on the table, will it not give the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. CrLeMENs | an opportunity to ex- 
plain his bill? 

The SPEAKER. Not unless by unanimous 


consent. 

Mr. COBB. 
tion. 

Mr. JENKINS. 

The SPEAKER. 

The next bill coming up in order for consi 
ation was House bill No. 155, for the 
William H. Wells and others. 

[The bill provides that the Secretary of War 
shall issue a warrant for one hundred and sixty 
acres of land to the heirs-at-law of Lemuel Wells, 


Then I do not withdraw the mo- 


I desire to discuss this bill 

Then the bill must 7o over. 
s 
er- 


relief of 


| deceased, as full compensation for services ren- 
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dered by said Lemuel Wells, as a« soldier in the 
late war with Great Britain. ] 
Mr. COBB objected to its consideration, and it 


was carried over under the rule. 


Mr. MILLSON., I rise to a question of order 
My | tis, that thereports made to-day by the 
Com ee ofthe Whole Hi use to the House , are 
the business in order, and must be disposed of 


bef the Hi Se Carl rroceé 


1 to the consideration 


if ot I siness upon the Speaker’s table; in 
ilory e case of a report made by one of the 
sta , es of the House, which must be 
‘onsidered | disposed of, either by reference 
re itteee of the Whole House, or by its 
if }, before t House can proéeed to the con- 
sidera f ¢ may have been re- 
pe 1 pre usly, and gone uy on the Speaker ‘s 
table. 

The SPEAKER Che bills are not upon the 
Speaker’s table, but before the House for its con- 
é ) he e re rts made by the identi- 
( ? ee of t Whole House, which re- 
ed the bi iny, and they are pending 

ore the House for consideratio! 
Mr. MILLSON My point is, that the last re- 
rt, if in order, brings before the House the busi- 


“his the subject that report 


The SPEAKER. That is usually so, unless it 


is set aside or superseded by previous reports 

Those have al een made from the same com 

mittee, and the Chair thinks that the reports first 
ide, must be first disposed « 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I movethatthe 
Hi ss ! urn. 

The question was t¢ ken, and the motion was 
not eed to 
HOUSE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED 

The following Is, coming up in ther order, 

evera ‘ idere i, ordered to be ene ssed 

l am ¢€ rré ed, were read the third 

‘ 1 

H. R. No. 157. A rthe relief of Josiah P 
, vate ( ny F, Second Ken 

Kk re it « vi ite . in the war with 
Mex 

H R 159 A bi ror the relief of the he rs- 
of A ny G. W deceased. 

H.R 162. A bill for the relief of Dr. S. R 
Ad ed assistant Surgeon in the United 
State \ v. 

H it NO 163 A D1 for the rete ) Jacob J 
Stor 

H.R. No. 178. A | for the relief of Henry 
Miller, a sold of the war of 1812. 

H. R. No. 179. A bill for the relief of William 
Lynch, asoldier of the late war with Great Britain 

H.R. No. 182. A bill for the relief of Charles 
Star 

H.R. No. 183. A bill for the relief of Aaror 
Stafford. 

H. R. No. 197. A bill for the relief John B 
Rodgers, of South Carolina 

H.R. No. 201. A bill forthe relief of Captai 
George Sympton 

R. No. 232. A bill for the relief of C. L 
re, in relation to the location of certain 
R. No. 161. A |to provide for the pay- 





f the companies of Captains Bush, Price, 


and Suarez, for military services 1n Florida 


H.R. No. 177. A bill for the relief of Elizabeth 
E. V. Field. 
Fi. R. No. 199. A bill for the relief of the legal 


tatives of Bernard Todd. 


H. R. No. 202. A bill for the relief of the widow 


and orphan children of Colonel William R. Mc 
Kee, late of Lexington, Kentucky 

H. R. No. 249. A bill for the relief of Harlow 
Spalding 

A. R. No. 265. At for the relief of Joseph 
M. Wilcoxon. 

H. R. No. 272. A bill for the relief of Joh: 
Ozias 


A bill for the relief of William 
A biil for the relief of Margaret 
Jaury 

H. R. No. 279. A bill 
Pearson. 

H. R. No. 243. A bill to surrender to the State 
of Ohio the unfinished portion of the Cumberland 
road, in said State. 

H. R I ts : . vil 
Sykes 


relief of Mary 


for the 


or the relief of John Je 
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J. R. No. 22. A joint resolution for the relief 


of J. P. Converse. . 26. 
H. R. No. 302. An act for the relief of the 
Michigan Southern Railroad Company. 
H. R. No. 305. A bill for the relief of John 


Oath No. 317. A bill for the relief of Nathan 


ora 318. A bill for the relief of Gilman 
Smith, of Sycamore, in the State of [llinois. 

J. R. No. 26. A joint reaolution for the relief 
of Thompson Barnet. 

H. R. No. 198. A bill for the relief of Joseph 
Arnow and Peter Arnow was next taken up for 
consideration. 2 

Mr. JACKSON. I move to amend the title, 
so that it shall read ‘*for the relief of Peter Arnow 
and the heirs of Joseph Arnow,;’’ Joseph Arnow 
having died since the bill was reported. 

The question was taken, and the motion agreed 
to. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
having been engrossed, it was read the third time, 
and passed. 

DAVID MYERLE. 

H. R. No. 168. A bill for the relief of David 
Myerle next came up in order for consweration. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 1 object to its con- 
sideration at this time. 

The SPEAKER. 
under the rule. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When that bill 
was reported last session, the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Breckinrivce) had the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is so informed. 

Mr. JONES. This bill was passed over infor- 
mally, because, at the time, the papers which 
the gentleman wished to use were in his drawer, 
and the key was not here. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
bill goes over. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I wish to know the precise 
situation of the bill, and who will be entitled to the 
floor when it comes up again. If the gentleman 
from Kentucky took the floor, and claimed it for 
the purpose of debating the bill, and it then went 
over by general consent, he would be entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. JONES. Those are the facts. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill goes over for debate. 

Mr. ORR. If itis before the House, | move 
to lay it upon the table. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill is not now before the 
House. 

LIEUTENANT BARTLETT HINDS. 

H. R. No. 149. A bill for the relief of the heirs 
of Lieutenant Bartlett Hinds next came up for 
consideration. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The advocates of 
that bill are not now in the House, I believe. I 
have a copy of a declaration made by Bartlett 
Hinds when heapplied for a pension, in which he 
says that he resigned his commission in the Army 
in 1780. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the 
bill will go over under the rule, 

So the bill was laid aside. 


CAPTAIN LEWIS E. SIMONDS. 

H. R. No. 248. A bill for the relief of Captain 
Lewis E. Simonds came up in order, but being 
objected to by Mr. Lercuer, it was laid over, 
under the rule. 

BILL REJECTED. 

H. R. No. 319. A bill for the relief of Samuel 
F. Butterworth was, on motion of Mr. Pue tps, 
laid upon the table. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

The following Senate bills, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, were ordered to be read 
a third time; and being read a third time, were 
passed. 

S. No. 50. An act for the relief of Sidney S. 
Alcott. , 

S. No. 130. An act for the relief of John T. 
Sullivan. 

S. No. 132. An act for the relief of William Spei- 
den. 


The bill then goes over 


ELIZABETH V. LOMAX. 

S. No. 206. An act granting a pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth V. Lomax, reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House with an amendment, was 
next taken up. 


| structious at the bar of Volusia, on Lake George. 








The amendment, which was to strike out the | 
| Barnett. 
sion of thiuty dollars a month during her natural |} 


provision granting to Elizabeth V. Lomax a pen- 


life, and insert in lieu thereof ** one-half the 
monthly pay to which her husband was entitled 
at the time of his death, commencing on the Ist of 
January, 1850, and to continue for and during the || 
term of five years.” 

The amendment was adopted, and the bill as 
amended was passed. e 

On motion by Mr. WALSH, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and accompanying papers 
of the heirs of Peter Shackerly be withdrawn from the files 
of the House, that they may be referred to one of the Ex- 
ecutive Departments. 


Mr. LETCHER moved that the House ad- 


| 


journ. 
The question was put and the motion was agreed || 


to. 
The House then adjourned till Monday next. 





PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented under the 


rule, and reterred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. DO'TY: The petition of Benjamin Sebring and 
360 other citizens of Graiton, in Wisconsin, asking fora 
grant of land to the Lake Shore Railroad Company, to aid | 
in the construction of said road. 

By Mr. MLLLSON: The petition of John Walker, as ad- 
ministrator of Thomas Walker, de ', praying for com 
mutation for the services of said ‘! Valker as a cap 
tain in the continental line during itlonary war. 

By Mr. CABELL, of Florida: s of the Legis- 
lature of Florida, as follows: 

Relative to the establishment of ¢ livery at Bay 


port. 
Relative to the establishment of a tice at Tampa. | 
Relative to amail route between Tain). aud Fort Mellon, 
and between Tampa and Old Tampa Ba; 
Asking an appropriation for the purpose of removing ob- | 


4 
IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 10, 1853. 
Prayer by the Rev. James GaLLaneER. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
cing that it had passed the following bills and joint 
resolutions: 

A bill for the relief of Josiah P. Pilcher, late a 
private in company IF, 2d Kentucky regiment of 
volunteers, in the war with Mexico. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs-at-law of An- 
thony G. Willis, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of Dr. S. R. Addison, passed 
assistant surgeon in the United States Navy. 

A bill for the relief of Jacob J. Storer. 

A bill tor the relief of Henry Miller, a soldier 
of the war of 1812. 

A bill for the relief of William Lynch, a soldier 
of the late war with Great Britain. 

A bill for the relief of Charles Staples. 

A bill for the relief of Aaron Stafford. 


A bill for the relief of John B. Rodgers, of | 


South Carolina, 
A bill for the relief of Captain George Simpton. 
A bill for the relief of C. L. Swayze, in relation 
| to the location of certain Choctaw scrip. 
A bill to provide for the payment of the com- 
panies of Captains Bush, Price, and Suarez, for 


| military services in Florida. 


A bill for the relief of Elizabeth E. V. Field. 


A bill for the relief of the legal representatives | 


of Bernard Todd. 

A bill for the relief of the widow and orphan 
children of Colonel. William B. McKee, late of 
Lexington, Kentucky. 

A bill for the relief of Harlow Spaulding. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph M. Wilcoxon. 

A bill for the relief of John Ozias. 

A bill for the relief of William J. Price. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Baury. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Pearson. 


A bill to surrender to the State of Ohio the un- | 


finished portion of the Cumberland road, in said 
State. 

A bill for the relief of John J. Sykes. 

A joint resolution for the relief of J. P. Con- 
verse. 

An act for the relief of the Southern Michigan 
Railroad Company. 

A bill for the relief of John Dearmit. 

A bill fc the relief of Nathan H. Darling. 


A bill for the relief of Gilman Smith, of Syca- ] 


more, in the State of Illinois. 


| the Senate with amendments: 


| —__— —_ 


A joint resolution for the relief of Thompson 
A bill for the relief of Peter Arno 
| heirs of Joseph Arnow. 

Also, that it had passed the following 
| the Senate: - 
A bill for the relief of Sidney S. Alcott. 

| A bill for the relief of John T. Sullivan, 

A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas 
| to issue a new register to the ship Prentice 

_ change her name to that of Leonie. : 
Also, that it had passed the following b 


W and the 


bills from 


ury 
and 


ills from 


|_ A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth y 
| Lomax. ; 
A bill for the relief of William Speiden, 
REORGANIZATION OF THE Navy. 
| Mr. STOCKTON. The Committee on Naval 
| Affairs have unanimously directed me to reporta 
| bill to reorganize the Navy of the United States 
| which I desire to have printed, and made the 
special order of the day for an early period. The 
| report is not very long, and I should be glad to 
| have it read now, 
Several Senators. Let it be printed. 
Mr. STOCKTON. You will not read it, un- 
| less Lread itto you. It is a very important j. 
| port, and I want to have it read. I desire, alag 
| to have the bill made the special order of the day 
| for next Monday. 
| ‘The bill was read and passed to the second read. 
ing. 
| Mr.STOCKTON. I desire the bill to be made 
the special order of the day for Monday next. 
| Mr. GWIN. I would suggest to the honorable 
| Senator from New Jersey to give notice that he will 
| call up the bill at an early day, rather than make it 
| aspecialorder. We have now several special or- 
| ders on many important questions. I think, if 
| the Senator will give notice that at an early day he 
| will call up this bill, instead of making it a special 
| order he will accomplish his object. 1 hope, also, 
| that the Senator will move to have the report 
| printed. 
Mr. STOCKTON. I withdraw my motion to 
make the bill a special order, and give notice that 
I will call it up next Monday, I move that the 
| report be printed, and that two thousand addi- 
| tional copies be printed for the use of the Senate, 
| The motion was agreedto. 
INDIAN PAYMENTS IN MINNESOTA, 
| Mr. GWIN. Some strong allegations of fraud 
have been made against the Superintendent of In- 
dian Affairs in Minnesota, in regard to payments 
| under some Indian treaties. 1 want those charges 
| investigated. I voted for the treaties, and I believe 
they passed the Senate almost unanimously. If 
the charges are true, | want the parties punished; 
| if they are not true, | want an opportunity to be 
'| given to them to vindicate themselves. The Dele- 
|| gate from the Territory in the House has desired 
me to state that he wishes this investigation in jus- 
tice to all concerned. I therefore submit the follow- 
ing resolution, and ask for its consideration uow: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in 
structed to inquire into the allegations of fraud containedin 
certain of the public prints, with regard to the disbursement, 
by Alexander Ramsey, Superintendent of Indian Affairs, of 
the money appropriated to carry out the stipulations of the 


| treaties concluded with the Sioux or Dacotah Indians, 8 
the year 1851. 


The resolution was considered and adopted. 


BRANCH MINT OF CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolu 
tion; which was considered by unanimous col 
sent, and agreed to: 


| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be request 

|} ed to furnish the Senate with copies of the plans and spect 
| fications, papers, and all other information relating there! 

|| of the proposed branch Mint for California, provided for 
| 


under the act of 3d July, 1851. 


ht 


| 
| 
| 





BRITISH COLONY IN CENTRAL AMERICA. 
Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, on last Thur 
| day a debate arose in the Senate, during which | 
| was not present. I perceive by the papers, how 
| ever, that an appeal was made to members of this 
| body who were members of the Senate in lt, 
| to which, if I had then been present, I should havt 
| felt it my duty promptly to respond. I ask per- 
| mission of the Senate to say now what, if I had 
| been present, [ should have thought it proper and 
necessary to say then. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Masoc™ 
\| in the chair.) The morning business being nor 
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1853. 


the Senator cannot proceed without unani- 
if there be no objection he can 


der, 
mous consent. 


woon. 


© Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I perceive by 
the debate upon that occasion, that the Senator 
aon Louisiana [Mr. Downs] stated as follows: 
’ ‘[, sir, as well as the Senator from Michigan, certainly 
’ enderstood the treaty in that form; and [ think [ may 

ature to go turther and say, that no member of the Sen- 
a sO anderstood i.” 

[n another place he says: 


«There is a great probability that Mr. Clayton acted in 
this matter on hix own authority, without consulting even 
the President or the Cabinet.” 


never ut 


And the Senator asks why he did not consult 
with the President and the Cabinet, or the Sena‘e, 
«before adopting a construction which he ought 
‘to have known would ndt be approved of. Asa 
‘ proof of this, | would ask any impartial man on 
‘every side of the Chamber, whether he would 
‘have voted for the confirmation of the treaty if 
‘ane 1a construction had been given to it at the 
‘time?” 

Now, sir, it is that inquiry to which I wish to 
respond; and if | had been htre, I should have 
said unhesitatingly that [ would have voted for 
the treaty, and that [ did vote for the treaty with 
that understanding; and the documents which have 
heen disclosed to the Senate since the debate in 
question, have shown that | was not the only mem- 
ber of the Senate who so understood the treaty. 
I do not presume to speak for the Senate. I have 
no right to do so. Nor can I allude to what took 
lace in Executive session on that question, be- 
ause | believe the injunction of secrecy has not 
yet been removed. But I may say, for myself, | 
that | was among the many members of the Sen- 
ate to whom the Secretary of State exhibited the 
draft of the treaty before it was submitted to the 
Senate; that I did then understand the objects of 
the treaty to be what the Secretary of State un- 
derstood them to be, what the then chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations understood 
them to be, and what I now understand them to be. 

Sir, every member of the Senate, at all familiar 
with the history of the British possessions in Amer- 
ica, must know that the English had acquired a 
foothold on the shores of Central America more 
than acentury ago. Thereis no mystery in this. 
Our records of foreign treaties contain the evidence 
of it. British histories are full of the actings and 
doings of the British Government in consequence 
of those treaties, or subsequent to them. 

More than a hundred years ago the British set- 
tlements in Honduras, and along the Mosquito 
shore, had been the subject of contest between the 
Governments of Spain and England. 

I bélieve, sir, the earliest valid treaty upon the 
subject was made in 1763, by which the Spanish 
Crown conceded to Great Britain the right of cut- 
ting dye-woods on certain Spanish coasts and ter- 
ritories, that is, between the rivers Rio Hondo 
and Balize. In 1783, by the treaty of Versailles, 
this privilege was further extended, and they were 
allowed to cut mahogany, which was not included 
in the permission granted by the treaty of 1763. 
This permission applied to the district lying be- 
tween the rivers Balizeand Hondo. Theselimits, 
within which they were allowed to cuty were ex- 
tended by the convention of 1786; and that con- 
vention describes accurately the small islands or 
“dependencies”? of British Honduras, to which 
the Senator from Michigan alluded, and which 
term he thought might include all Central America, 
thus reversing the principle by which the princi- 
pal is always larger than the incident. The 17th 
article of the treaty ot 1763 is in these words: 


“ His Britannic Majesty shall cause to be demolished 
all the fortifications which his subjects have erected in the 
Bay of Honduras, and other places in the territory of Spain 
i ‘that part of the world, four months after the ratification 
of the present treaty; and his Catholic Majesty shall not 
permit bis Britannie Majesty’s subjects in their work to be 
disturbed or molested under any pretense whatseever in 
the said places, in their occupation of cutting, loading, and 
cartying away logwood; and for this purpose they may 
build without hindrance, and occupy without interruption, 
the houses and magazines necessary for them and their 
families, and for their effects.’ 


} 
i 
‘ 


This treaty, however, restricted Great Britain 
to occupation for these purposes alone, as did the 
subsequent treaty of 1783, with the exception that 
the latter gave permission to cut mahogany. The 
article of the convention of 1786, which applies to 
the islands and dependencies, is in these words: 
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islands known by the names of Casina, St. George’s Key, 
or Cayo Casina, in consideration of the circumstance of 
that part Of the coasts opposite to the said island being 
looked upon as subject to dangerous disorders,” Ko, 

_ [tis very clear, Mr. President, | admit; and it 
is well known to the Senate, that these treaties 
gave to England a special permission for certain 
limited purposes; that the authority which she had 
was purely a commercial one; but there isno manh- 
ner of doubt that she did encroach on the rights 
reserved by Spain, and did endeavor to secure to 
herself a peemanent settlement and jurisdiction 
within and beyond those limits. 

At various times after the convention of 1786, 
hostilities took place between the British settlers 
in Honduras and the Spanish authorities in Cen- 
tral America. In 1798, a large expedition was 
sent from Yucatan against the British settlements 
in the Bay of Honduras, containing no less than 
three thousand men; but it was repulsed by the 
settlers at St. George’s Key, (one of the islands 
mentioned in the convention which I have read,) 
and from that day down to a late period partial 


, and occasional allegations have been made by the 


British of a right by conquest After the defeat 
of this flotilla, the British settlements in the Bay 


» . - ran of 
of Honduras flourished, and the Spanish author ate" - 


ities discontinued the visits they had been in the 
habit of making to coufine the settlers to cutting 
woods, 

The Spaniards had maintained their jurisdiction 
pretty well until the close of the last century. 
From the beginning of the present century they 
seem to have lust sight entirely of all claim to these 
countries which the British heid in their posses- 
sion, as described. After the Spanish monarchy 
fell into disorder, on the invasion of Napoleon, they 
seem to have taken still less interest in the progress 
of British encroachment in these regions; and 
when her colonies had thrown off her allegiance, 
and set up independent governments, | presume 
Spain ceased to care what construction Great Bri- 
tain put upon the treaties, or what encroachments 
she might make in extension of her posses- 
sions thus acquired. Certain it is, that from that 
time to the present, the British have been consoli- 
dating their dominion, and have maintained it 
against any supposed rights of the Central Amer- 
ican States, and that they have claimed and ex- 
ercised a complete jurisdiction over British Hon- 
duras, these islands, and some other islands not 
mentioned in the convention of 1786; and that, 
too, without remonstrance, I believe, except on a 
single occasion from the State of Nicaragua. That 
remonstrance was in 1830. 

In 1836, Sir George Grey, Colonial Secretary 
of State, published an official declaration assuming 
the authority of Great Britain over all this country, 
which he described as extending ** from the Rio 
Hondo, on the north, to the river Santoon, on 
the south,’’ &c. Other proceedings, completely 
evincing their determination to maintain the Brit- 
ish dominion in British Honduras and its depend- 
encies, have occurred from time to time; and we 
ourselves have, by the act of the Chief Magistrate 
of this country, recognized British dominion in 
that neighborhood, from which some Senators 
seem to suppose the treaty of 1550 have expelled 
them? In 1347, Mr. Polk appointed a consul to 
reside at the Balize, and his exequatur was ob- 
tained from the British Government, and he con- 
tinued to be consul at that place until he was re- 
called by Mr. Clayton. 

Now, sir, vhat were the objects of the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty of 1850? 
them in these words: 

‘The United States of America and Her Britannic Ma- 
jesty being desirous of consolidating the relations of amity 
whieh so happily subsist between them, by setting forth 
and fixing in a convention, their views and intentions with 
reference to any means of communication, by ship canal, 
which may be constructed between the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans, by the way of the river San Juan de Nicaragua, or 
either, or both of the lakes of Nicaragua or Managua, to 
any port or place on the Pacific ocean,”’ &e. 

And it states that Plenipotentiaries were ap- 

. . . 9 
pointed ** for the aforesaid purpose. 

The object of this treaty, then, was not to expel 
Great Britain—— 
Mr. DAVIS. 
tion of the treaty? 

Mr. CASS. The 4th of July, 1850. 

Mr. PEARCE. The ratifications of the treaty 
were exchanged on the 4th of July, and the proc- 
lamation bears date on the same day. The sig- 


The treaty itself discloses 


W hat is the date of the ratifica- 


“The English shall be permitted to occupgthe small || nature of the treaty, however, was on the 19th 
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day of April. On that day it was signed by the 
respective Plenipotentiaries. 1 do not recollect the 
precise day on which it was ratified by the Senate, 
but it was not long subsequent to that period—in 
May, I believe. 

Mr. MASON. The treaty was ratified by the 
Senate on the 22d of May. “~ 

Mr. PEARCE. On the 24th day of April, five 
days after *lenipotentiaries had signed this 
treaty, the Union newspaper of this city contained 
the following paragraph: : 

**Mr Hempstead wes indeed appointed a consul,” (by the 
administration of President Polk,) “ but not at Mosquite 
He was appointed Consul to Balize, some two or three 
hundred miles north of the Mosquito coast. [tis the capi 
tal Of a small Territory catled British Honduras, which has 
been in the possession of the British for nearly two hundred 


the 


years rhe possession of the English, although originally 
an intrusion, was recognized by the Spanish monarchs in 
their several treaties, in all of which the British Govern 


ment solemniyv relinquished all claim of severeignty over, 


or ght ot possession in, the other Spanish provinces of 
Central America.” 
So then, sir, if this matter was not understood 


by the members of the Senate , it was understood 
by the organ of the administration of Mr. Polk, 
who appointed that Consul to Balize—by the or- 
that party, many members of which now 
seem to think the treaty had an entirely differen 
signification. : f 

I do not suppose that there could be the slightest 
difficulty apon the subject if it were not for the 
use of the phrase ‘* Central America,”’ to which 
the Senator from Michigan referred. Bat what is 
Central America? Are we to understand by that 
the country which, geographically considered, lies 
between North and South America proper? If 
so, Central America includes something 
British Honduras. 


Yucata 


territorial divisions, they generally speak of them, 


more than 
It would, for instance, include 
nalso. But, sir, when statesmen speak of 
and in reference to treaties they always speak of 
them 


contrary) in a political sense. 


(unless it be expressly understood to the 
. The what is the 
political division called Central America, for that 
it is of which the treaty spesks? Everybody 
knows very well whatthatis. live governments, 
Guatemala, San Salvador, Nicaragua, Honduras, 
and Costa Rica constitute the political division 
called Centra! America; and that is the Central 
America of which the treaty speaks. It was that 
Central America to which the then chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations must have 
understood it to refer. It is thatCentral America 
to which I certainly understood the treaty to re- 
fer. 

Now, sir, | admit we thought we were gaining 
a great by the 
Everybody knew that Great Britain had assumed 
a protectorate over what is called the Mosquito 
She had been pushing the claim of the 
Mosquito Indians, and was dis; carry it 
beyond theriver San Juan. At the mouth of that 
uan de Nicaragua, 
otherwise called Greytown, whi hl suppose com- 
mands that river,—which 1 


point ratification of this treaty 


coast. 


sposed to 


river stands the town of San J 


j 


ommands the first link 
in that vreatchain of inter-oceanic communication 


which it was the design of this treaty to secure 
from the power of either the United States of 
America or any other great nation, and which it 
was des ed to make neutral territory aa far as 
»oasible Therefore, when we succeeded in the 


ratification of the treaty, [ think we did succeed in 
nutting a stop to the progress of British encroach- 
irter, and guarded Costa Rica 


from 


ments In that qu 


and Nicaragua vresa of Brit 


the pre 


minion. It was of no sort of 


importance, or 


enat of very si importance to the 
that 


British should retain their power in British Hon- 


vit security I 


line of inter-oceanitc communication that the 


h side of the bay. and 
intervening between which and the river San Juan 


' * 
oniy the VI 


duras, which lies on the nor 


lies not shores, but also the 


SqQuiLoe 


Central American State of Honduras, north of 
which it Next to the Central 
Amer! ‘an Honduras nroper 
Mosquito shores, which run down to the river San 


Ju in. 


immediately is. 
State of come the 
[Therefore itis that I aay, the wresting the 
the 


of the great object sought to be 


possession of that from British would not be 
important in view 
obtained by the treaty. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] 
the other day that he was authorized by Mr 
the then chairman of the Comunittes 


Relations, to state his view of this n 


ainated 
Kine, 
: 

on Foreign 
siter Sir, [ 


have very great respect for Mr. Kexe. I believe 





"eee 


m 


See Seer ste eee ; 


pen 
en 


eg a AN comm NN a 


a 


ee errncren Eee ee 


248 


him to bea man of the purest honor. I am sat- 
isfied that he would make no representation which 
he did not believe to bea true one. But I am 


} at the date of the ex- 


equally well sat stied th 

change of the ratification of tnat 

1850. he wrote to Mr. Clayton, In reply to him, 

, 7 . l “an 

1 is contained in the Intelligencer 
} 


ist, in these words: 


. ee At Tully 
reaty, 4th July, 


the letter wht 
of Saturday |: 

“The Senate perfectly understood that the treaty did not 
include British Hondu Frankuess becomes our Gov 
ernment; but you should be careful not to use any expres 


sion which would seem tor ize the right of England to 


any portion of Hondura 

I do not mean to impeach the veracity either of 
Mr. King or of the Senator from Michigan, when 
I point out tie mnconsiste ney between this letter 
and the communication m de to the Senate on the 
art of Mr. King by Senator from Michigan. 
i have no doubt whatever that it can be explained 
without injustice to eitherofthem. Weknow the 
feeble conilition of Mr. King’s health. I under- 
stand it is so feeble that it is extremely doubtful 
whether he is qualified to converse 
of this sort at this time, particularly upon subjects 
his recollection of whic wou | : 
few years, and Lam satisfied, either that the con-& 
dition of his health was such as not to allow him 
to make full and precise explanations to the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, or that that Senator must 
have misunderstood him. There is lis letter, and 
to that I have no doubt he will now give his rati- 
fication. 

The letter from Mr. Clay which the letter} 
from Mr. King, which 1 have read, is a reply, 
perfectly exonerates the late Secretarv of State 
from the charge of duplicity and 
With whom could he properly communicate ex- 
cept the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations of this House? And with him he did 
communicate. He did disclose to him his inten- 
tions, and from him received such authority as a 
Senator in his position could give in regard to the 
opinions of the Senate. No one has been de- 
ceived by Mr. Clayton's He took the 
only course which he could properly have taken 
to make known to the Senate of the United States 
what was about to take place through their proper 
organ, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. And I am authorized to say further, in 
reply to the Senator from Louisiana, that not only 
was Mr. King informed of the intention of Mr. 
Clayton to communicate to Sir Henry Bulwer on 
th s subject, but what he did was known also to 
the President and his Cabinet. He concealed 
from no one who had a right to require a disclos- 
ure from him. 

There is, however, in the letter of Mr. Clayton, 
published in the Intelligencer of Saturday last, a 
mistake which, perhaps, it is as well that [ should 
correct at once. In that letter as published this 
phrase occurs: *‘ The British title to the Central 
‘ American States was recognized by Mr. Polk in 
‘sending there Mr. Christopher Hempstead as 
‘consul.’’ That, | am authorized to say, is a 
clerical error. It should have been, ‘‘ The British 
title to the Balize was recognized by Mr. Polk.”’ 
| was so informed ina letter from Mr. Clayton 
which I received this morning. : 

The Senator from Michigan seems to think that 
there was some mysterious and injurious project 
concealed in the word ‘‘ dependencies,” used in 
the letter of Mr. Clayton. That expression is 
very well explained by the language of the Con- 
vention of 1786, which I have read. It shows 
that Spain recognized the right of the British to 
occupy those islands which are properly known 
as the dependencies of British Honduras equally 
with the mainland. I believe the British have 
extended, and have been more than one hundred 
years in extending, or attempting to enforce their 
jurisdiction over certain islands not named in that 
convention—the Island of Roatan, for example, 
which lies nearer to the other shore of the Bay of 
Honduras. They have had possession of and lost 
thatisland about five times. More than two cen- 
turies ago British buccaneers had a settlement: 
upon it, which was broken up by Spain in 1650. 
In 1742, they took it again and fortified it. They 
were dislodged in 1780, and in 1796 made it a penal 
settlement for the Caribs, whom they transported 
to it from some of their West Indian Islands. 

Whether British encroachments are now going 
on or not, is not material to this question. My 
object in rising was to show that the Secretary of 
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State who negotiated this treaty could not be held 
liable to the charge of having imposed upon the 
Senate a treaty, the purposes of which were dif- 
ferent from those disclosed. I think I have done 
so. A word more, and I shall havedone. I re- 
gretted to hear from the Senator from California 
[Mr. Wetter] a remark in which, according to 
my recollection, he said, that he had never known 
anything come from the Secretary of State who 
had negotiated this treaty which was not marked 
by extreme stupidity. [ doubt whether another 
member of the Senate would agree with him in 
that opinion. Whatever the relations, political 
or personal, of gentlemen may be with the late 
Secretary of State, 1 think it must be generally 
admitted that, so far from being a stupid man, he 
was a gentleman of exceeding acuteness and re- 
markable ability. It was the very last charge I 
should have expected to hear against that gentle- 
man. I hope the country will yet be able to hear 
from himself (as they have before heard) what 
will amply vindicate him from the charge of stu- 
pidity, and I have no doubt they will soon have 
that opportunity. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, on the 19th 
of April, 1550, whatis called the Nicaragua Canal 
Convention was signed at Washington by John 
M. Clayton, then Secretary of State for the United 
States, and Sir Henry Lytton Bulwer, then a Min- 
ister here for Great Britain. As approved by the 
Senate and signed by the negotiators, and trans- 
mitted to Great Britain, it contained, among others, 
the following provisions, viz: 

“Arr. I. The Governments of the United States and Great 
Britain hereby declare that neither the one nor the other 
will ever obtain or maintain for itself any exclusive control 
over the said ship-canal, agreeing that neither will ever 
erect or maintain any fortifications commanding the same, « 
or in the vicinity thereof, or occupy, or fortify, or colonize, 
or assume, or exercise any dominion over Nicaragua, 
Costa Rica, the Mosquito coast, or any part of Central 
America; nor will either make use of any protection which 
either affords, or may afford, or any alliance which either 
has, or may have, to or with any State or people for the 
purpose of erecting or maintaining any such fortifications, 
or of occupying, fortifying, ar colonizing Nicaragua, Costa 
Rica, the Mosquito coast, or any part of Central America, 
or of assuming or exercising dominion over the same; nor 
will the United States or Great Britain take advantage of 
any intimacy, or use any alliance, connection, or influence 
that either may possess with any State or Government 
through whose territory the said canal may pass, for the 
purpose of acquiring or holding, directly or indirectly, for the 
citizens or subjects of the one any rights or advantages in 
regard to commerce or navigation through the said canal 
which shall not be offered on the same terms to the citi 
zens or subjects of the other.” 

“Art. Vi. The contracting parties, in this convention, 
engage to invite every State with which either or both have 
friendly intercourse, to enter into stipulations with them sim- 
ilar to those which they have entered into with each other, to 
the end that all other States may share in the honor and ad- 
vantage of having contributed to a work of such general inter- 
est and importance, as the canal herein contemplated. And 
the contracting parties likewise agree, that cach shall enter 
into treaty stipulations with such of the Central American 
States, as they may deein advisable, for the purpose of 
more effectually carrying out the great design of this con- 
vention, namely, that of constructing and maintaining the 
said canal as a ship communication between the two 
oceans, for the benefit of mankind, On equal terms to al!, 
and of protecting the same. 

“Arr. VIL. The Governments of the United States and 
Great Britain, having not only desired, in entering into this 
convention, to accomplish a particular object, bug also to 
establish a general principle, they hereby agree to extend 
their protection, by treaty stipulations, to any other practi- 
cable communications, whether by canal or railway, across 
the Isthmus which connects North and South America, and 
especially to the inter-oceanic communications, should the 
same prove to be practicable, whether by canal or railway, 
which are now proposed to be established, by the way of 
‘ebuantepec or Panama.’’—9 Stat. (U. 8.) at Large, 995. 


On the 29th of June, 1850, Sir Henry L. Bulwer 
gave notice to Mr. Clayton that he wasinstructed to 
insist, in ratifying the convention, on an explana- 
tory declaration, that the engagements as to neu- 
tral territory did not apply to Her Majesty’s settle- 
ment at Honduras and its dependencies. On the 
4th of July, 1850, John M. Clayton replied, that 
the United States also understood that those en- 
gagements did not apply to British Honduras and 
its dependencies, and with these mutual explana- 
tions the convention was ratified and the ratifica- 
tions were exchanged. 

The British settlement at Honduras and its de- 
pendencies consist of the town of Balize, on the 
coast of the Caribbean Sea, with a tract of almost | 
barren and uninhabited country stretching inward, 
containing about fifty thousand square miles, and, 
as is alleged, of certain islands lying near by in 
that sea, named Ruatan, Bonacca, Utilla, Barbarat, 
Helena, and Morat, which territory and islands 
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are marked, in all British maps, as colonies. 
Great Britain. 

On the 17th of July, 1852, the British authorit 
at the Balize issued a proclamation, announ 
that the Queen had constituted those islands a de 
tinct colony by the name of the Bay of Isla) — 

On the 6th of January, 1853, the Preside ¥ 
the United States sent to the Senate an lianas 
a previous call for information, and that answe 
contained the notes between the late Secretar . = 
State and the late British Minister, declarine’ a. 
construction of the convention which | have ie. 
tioned. : 

The honorable Senator from Michigan there 
upon said that paper disclosed a very extraord). 
nary fact, to wit, that while on its face, and . 
was understood by the Senate, the convention a. 
cluded British Honduras and its dependencies. 
was without the knowledge or consent of the 
Senate explained by the negotiators at the ratifies. 
tion to exclude them; and that thus, in derozatios 
of the rights of the Senate, the construction of the 
treaty was changed in a vital point; that in this 
transaction the Executive Department of Geners| 
Taylor’s administration had committed a grey 
error, unprecedented in diplomacy. And he pro. 
tested that neither the Senate nor himself jn ay 
proving understood the convention as it was thus 
shown to have been understood by the negotj tors 
in ratifying it, and that if it had been so under. 
stood by the Senate, it would not have received » 
single vote; and in this protest he included th 
honorable Senator from, Alabama, [Mr. Kuyg, 
who at thetime was chairman ofthe Committee op 
Foreign Relations; and he alleged that that gentle. 
man had told him that he had supposed until tha 
day that the project of accepting the Queen of 
England’s qualification of the construction of thy 
treaty had been abandoned, and that the conve 


Onies of 


f 


‘tion stood without such qualification on its ori- 


ginal provisions. 

The honorable Senator from Louisiana {M 
Jowns] said that he thought the whole obj 
the convention was to get the British out of Cep- 
tral America, and that it was only on assurances 
given by Mr. Clayton himself that this was tly 
effect of the convention, that he and others, so far 
as he knew, voted for it. 

The honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. Cus: 
quoted from a geographical work the following 
denviption of Central America, and affirmed tha: 
he and the Senate understood that all the region 
thus described was included in the conventy 
Viz: 





‘¢ Central America 1s the long and comparatively narrow 
region between latitude 7° and 22° north, and longitude 7 
and 94° west, connecting the continents of North dhd Sout 
America, and comprising, besides, the Central .?merice 
Confederation, Yucatan, parts of Mexico and New Gra 
nada, Poyais, the Mosquito coast, and British Honduras 





The honorable Senator from California [Mr 
Wetter] declared that he was astonished to hes 
the Senator from Louisiana say that he was sur 
prised at anything, however stupid, that might be 
done by the late Secretary of State, Mr. Clayton, 
and that he [Mr. Wetter] had never known M 
Clayton to have any connection with any pub! 
affair in which he did not show himself exces- 
sively stupid, to say the least. 

Mr. President, I shall endeavor to show thal 
these censures are groundless, and unintentionally 
unjust. 

First. Granting, but only for the sake of argu 
ment, that the facts stated are true, I shall show 
that the transaction is not unprecedented in diplomacy 
The 9th article of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidai- 
go, as signed by the negotiators, was struck ou! 
by the Senate, and another was substituted in 
stead. ‘The Congress of Mexiéo refused to ratily 
it, because it had thus been changed, as they sa 
in a vital part. The Secretary of State, Mr 
Buchanan, by direction of the President, Mr. Polk, 


, without the consent or knowledge of the Senate, 


signed and delivered a protocol, declaring that \e 
suppression and substitution was not unders‘o0¢ 
by the United States to diminish what had bee! 
stipulated before, and thereupon the treaty was 
ratified, and the ratifications were exchanged. | 


do not say here, that that transaction was wrong, 


or that whether wrong or right, it justified Mr 
Clayton. 


s 


: “ . red. it 
ton’s misconduct has been such as is alleged, its, 


nevertheless, not unprecedented in diplomacy. 


Secondly. I shall attemptto show that the mem 


All I do say is, that even if Mr. Clay- 
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1853. 
¢ ~( niaining 
ar oe the cua nor the chief object of 
that a ntion was, as they now suppose they 
erstood, to get the British out of Central 

The preamble declares its object to be 
forth and fix the views and intentions 
ations with reference to any means 
--ommunication by ship-canal which may be 
 mneted between the Atlantic ar d Pacific 
,; aii, vy way of the river San Juan de Nicara- 
cong, and either or both the lakes of Nicaragua or 
‘Managua This preamble, together with the 
rations from the convention before made, show 
wr e United States had a very different object 
that described by the Senators, unless we 

ppose that the United States had really in 
partial, narrow, and selfish object; while 
they held out to the other contracting party and to 
he world that they had in viewa different, broad, 
mprehensive and beneficent one; which of course 

3 not to be admitted. : ‘ 

Thirdly. | think the memories of the honorable 
Senators are at fault again, and that they did not 
» approving the convention understand it to in- 
sll Central America, as they have now described 
Central Imerica. The region about the Isthmus 
which divides North and South America, is but 
inly settled by Europeans and their descendants, 
wnd therefore, as yet, very imperfectly known in 
Pyrope and in the United States, and there is an 
ever-reculri gx confusion of names, as is apt to 

nen in such cases. The name Central America 
emploved in the convention, has a double sense, 
raphical sense and a political one, and these 
widely different. America is divided geo- 
‘ically into North America, South America, 
ral America. Central America, zeo- 
raphically, is that part of this great continent 

+h lies between and connects North America 
nd South America together. The name is ap- 
ied in this sense in the description quoted by the 
Senator from Ohio, and so geographical Central 
\merica does include not only Honduras and the 
British coast, with the five central American States, 
it also the departments of Darien and Panama, 
and Paraguay, in New Granada, and the whole or 
parts of six of the States of the United States of 
Mexico. 

Other geographers apply the name still more 
roadly, and embrace all the regions extending 
from latitude 7° north to latitude 26° north. 

Mr. CHASE. If the Senator will allow me, I 
vill state that 1 read from a work of authority. 
That English work describes Central America as 
ying between two parallels of latitude. It did not 
assert that all the region between those two paral- 
els belonged to Central America, but named spe- 
fically those districts or territories which consti- 
ited the country so designated. And I said that 
we had a right to believe, when the treaty was 
efore us, that the term ‘* Central America,’’ used 
Ss it is used, included all over which either of the 
ntracting parties claimed, or might claim, any 
irisdiction. Of course | did not assert, nor mean 
» assert, that Great Britain intended, simply, to 
exclude herself from that portion of country over 
which she had no jurisdiction, and Iam sure the 
Senator from New York does not mean t#repre- 
sent me as making such a statement. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will read from the printed 
speech of the honorable Senator from Ohio, to show 
‘ie opinion of the authority which he quoted. 
Che Senate will then judge whether he has cor- 
rected me or himself. That Senator said: 

‘‘ Now, for the purpose of showing what the British au 
lOriues at that time conceived to be included within the 
its of Centrak America, I wish to read an extract from 

rk which Lhave beforeme. itis Johnson’s Gazetteer, 
shed in London in 1851, a work of very high authority. 

‘escription of Central America is in these words: 

“* CENTRAL America is the long and comparatively 
arrow region between latitude 7° and 22° north, and lon 
gitude 78° and 94° west, connecting the continents of 
North and South America, and ¢ omprising, besides, the 
entral American Confederation, Yucatan, parts of Mexi 
co and New Granada. Poyais, the Mosquito coast, and 
British Honduras.’ 
Pe That is the description which an eminent British au 
lority furnishes to us of Central America. That is the 
‘escription which we hada right to believe was intended 
y (is treaty when it was presented to the Senate.” 
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q his is geographical Central America. But it 
laid down on other maps and described by other 
sfographers as extending from the 7th to the 26th 
arallel of north latitude. That would embrace 
not only the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, but the 
capital of Mexico, the States of Coahuila and 
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Senators are at fault,and | Tamaulipas, and even a part of Texas, in our 


own Republic. 

On the other hand, the name of Central America 
has a political sense, and means five States on the 
Isthmus, lying between New Granada on the south 
and Mexico on the north, which, under the names 
of Costa Rica, Nicaragua, Salvador, Guatemala, 
and Honduras, confederated themselves when they 
became independent of Spain, and established a 
republic called the Federal Republic of Central 
America. In theconvulsions of that region, that 
union has been dissolved, but the name acquired 
by it still hangs around those States, and ‘they, 
and they alone, are the States described politically, 
in books, geographies, and otherwise, as the States 
of Central America. 

Now, did the convention use the name of Cen- 
tral America in its geographical sense, or did 1 
use it in its political sense? 
ical sense. 

For, Ist. If they used itin its geographical sense 
then it may as well be insisted that the c 
tion embraces all between 7° and 26° of north lat 
itude, as that it embraces all between 7° and 220 
of north latitude, and this would be to make it 
embrace a part of the United States, which would 
be absurd. 

2d. The geographical Central America, whether 
broad or narrow, embraces the regions which con- 
tain the three celebrated passes from 
ocean, viz: Panama, Nicaragua, and Tehuantepec; 
and if that be the sense in which the name Centra 
America is used in the convention, then the stipu- 
lations are already made between the two natio1 
for the construction and maintenance of canals or 
railway passages across all these routes. But the 
convention, on the contrary, expressly confines its 
care to the Nicaragua route, and postpones to a 
future day the making of stipulations in regard to 
the two other routes of Panama and Tehuantepec. 

3d. The use of the term A merican 
States,’’ in the sixth arttcle, is equivalent to and 
illustrates the meaning of the term Central Amer 
ica in the first article. 

4th. The convention, in describing the territory 
which is to be made neutral, names two of the 
Central American States in the vicinity of th 
canal, Nicaragua and Costa Rica, and then adds, 
or any part of Central America, thus clearly im- 
plying that it was political Central America that 
was intended. 

It was, then, not geographical, but political Ce 
tral America that was included in the conventio 
and so the honorable Senators must have under- 
stood it when they approved it, Tinless we suppose 
them to have been so indifferently informed that 
their opinions were of no value, which is not to 
be supposed for a moment. 

5th. I shall endeavor to convince those honor- 
able Senators that their memories are still further 
at fault, and that when they approve d the convention, 
they did not understand it to include British Hondura 
or the Balize as its dependencies, which are the same. 

Like ** Central America,’’ the name Honduras 
also has a geographical sense and a political sense. 
Geographical Honduras is all Honduras from 
the borders of Salvador to the Caribbean Sea, 
and includes Spanish | londuras and British Hon- 
duras—just as the name Virginia long stood for the 
whole Atlantic border, from Carolina to Canada; 
but political Honduras is the ancient province or 
intendency of Spanish Honduras, as it was when 


ey 


Certainly in its polit- 


4 


ocean to 


*€ Central 


it separated from Spain, and became the State of 
Honduras, and entered that Federal Republic of 
Central America; and as it came out of that Fede- 
ral Republic on its dissolution, and as it has re 


mained hitherto, and is now the State of Hondur 
and that State, in every book or geography, and 
on every map, in every atlas, is divided and sep- 
arated from British Honduras just as plainly and 
as broadly as Kentucky is divided from Virginia, 
or Alabama from Georgia, while British Hondu- 
ras is in every such book and atlas marked and 
designated with the islands before menticned as a 
British colony; sometimes by the name of British 
Honduras, and sometimes by the name of The 
Balize. 

I know, indeed, that Spain to the last insisted 
that Great Britain had only a partial and limited 
right of occupancy, but I know also that Spain still 
claims all Central America and all Mexico, and all 
South America, and even Texas. | know that the 
State of Honduras set up the pretensions of Spain, 
and still insistsuponthem. [donot say that they 
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are not just. I shall be glad ifthey prove so; but 
| know also that Great Britain equally claims to 
own British Honduras by absolute right, and that 
although she has two or three times been occasion- 
uly wssess@d in the varying fortunes of war, 


y dis} Y 
has held it 


ae - 


1667, and 
nee 1783, the period of our own ac- 
tional independence. The Balize 

. B oa@e é > ete ‘ol . Cw na ! 
isa British town of two thousand five hundred 


she has so claimed it 
undisturbved 8 


knowledged 


since 





people, and with its adjacent territory has been a 
colony twol lred years, governed by British 
authority and occupied by a British garrison. [tis 
ecclesiastically conneoted with the British diocese 
fJar ‘ | from 1847 to 1850, the United States 
mart onsulthere, who, with their consent, 
received his erequatur from the Court of St. James 
In short, practically, the Balize is as mucha British » 
town and Bri 1 Honduras as mucha British co 
ony, to the knowledge of the whole world, as Que 
ec and Ca 1d 
Now, who supposes that Great Britain intended 
to re it Lown, post, and colony under the 
Vvarue a l eq vocal term f* iny part of CB 
tral Am N one Who supposes that 
the Unit is es vulated for su ha renuncia 
tion in term » Vague and uncertain? No one 
lt is not so that Britain resigns, or the United 
States take n he terms ** any part of 
Central Amer i,’ then, did not include B h 
Hondui _ i » the honorable Senators must 
I ve under 1 if iey knew the I n 
iLO! f British Honduras as | have described 
if That ndition wa known here, f yn the 
10th of May, 1849, a nator ule n debate 
here, i t f companies tlisit tre s h d 
marched from the Balize 1 1eats d that 
his was the act of the ! b ite ft G 1 
Brita tt Balize nd made it state 
t. W ! er t I oravie Ss if 
f 1 Mi » (Mr. Ca 
b waiving, uments Keé 
; il i mH i ext v4 hn 
se! oO ere not tof th nit f ff 
aily en by Mr. ¢ ’ fo th nrenfion wntii 
Of f Januari um u n ti y pr claimed it 
t dis i en obtained through the President’ 
communication 
The ra ation was made on th lth of July 
L850. On the 14th of that month the Pre vet 
trans ed to Congres 1 communication, whic! 
contall ed 1 eS¢ Worl 
‘A copy of the trea V Gre 
ind the United States i i An is 
with submitted. Its engageme ply to all tl les 
which formerly mposed the reput f Cents Anes 
and their dependencies, of whic { island of Tigre was a 
part. It does not reé e, af rdeny the ttle of the 
British settlement at Balize, which is 1 t iat m 
than five hundred n un the proposes inal at Nica 
ragua The question of the British title to this district 
country, commonly Ued British H 407 , and the en 
i nds rcent ft if, claimed as ifs dependencts st 
precisely it «f l hefore the ty No act of t late 
Presid t’s administration Aas 1 ny manner mmilt 
this Government to the British title in that territory, or 
any part of ut 
This paper gave to the Senators, just two years, 
five months, and twenty-two d vo, the same 
information w ) sul é ( and alarms 
them now 
But, Mr. President, eves iis communication 
was only at eration of the same information be 
fore given; for on Sth day of July, 1850, the 


following official exposition appears 


d mthe N 


tional I; te torvether with th onvents 


then just officially promulgated 
‘‘ From 1 official publication in the preceding columr 
our readers will learn that the raft ons of the treat: 
between Great Britain and t { ted States, relative t 
Central America, co ied hetween the Secretary of 
State andthe R it Ho Sir Henry I Bulwer, the neg 
tiat on each de. we ex ved betwe the repre 
entat ~ the two Governme thi ty on ti 
fourth of this month; and thatt visions of that treaty, 
20 tar as they extend, are now the law of the land for both 
ountries 
rhe leading object of the treaty appears to be the es- 

tablishinent of a ship-canal s the Isthovus which con- 
nects North with South America, under the Protectorate 
ot only of Great Britain and the United State *, but of all 


ther nations which desire the right of pareage through it 
same equal terme. ’ 
‘In reference to political advantage 


from ocean to ocean on the 


sconnected with that 


treaty, it may be remarked thatall the States of Cent 
America, comprejending the imnfense extent of country 
from the B ze, commonly called the Bay of Honduras 


down to the northern boundary of New Granada, is mad 
neulral territory N Government t 

treaty can occupy ionize, ioruly, Or assume or exercise 
any dominion over part of the Mosquito coast, or any 
part of Central America, from the boundarivs of the Bayot 


Honduras and Mexico on the north to those of New Gra 


entering into 


any 
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nada on the south. The British title to the Balize the 
treaty does not in any manner recognize ; nor does tt deny 
it, OR MEDDLE Wirn it. That settlement remams, in that 
particular, as IT STOOD PREVIOUSLY TO THE TREATY. 

Senators who accuse Secretaries of stupidity, 
or suppression and fraud, cannét be allowed to 

lead ignorance of official expositions in the official 
journals. : 

Sixthly, and lastly, I shall attempt to convince 
the Senators that they, and the Senate, did under- 
stand that the convention did not include British Hon- 
duras when they approved it. 

Mr. King, of Alabama, was chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and the proper 
medium of communication between the Senate 
and the Secretary of State. The Senator from 
Michigan tells us that Mr. King has stated to him 
that ‘after the quasi ratification came from Eng- 
land, on the 29th of June, he had an interview 
with Mr. Clayton, who desired to know whether 
the treaty ought to be sent back to the Senate for 
its action, on that conditional ratification. The 
only reason for sending it back to the Senate, was | 
that the Senate might have not understood the 
convention as not including British Honduras, 
and so might object to the ratification of it, as 
thus explained by the negotiators. The corre- 
spondence between Mr. Clayton and Mr. King 
tells the result: 


Jury 4, 1850. 

Dear Str: Tam this morning writing to Sir H. L. Bul- 
wer, and while about to decline altering the treaty at the 
time of exchanging ratifications, | wish to leave no room 
for a charge of duplicity against our Government, such as 
that we now pretend that Central America in the treaty in 
cludes British Honduras. 

I shail therefore say to him, in effect, that such construc 
tion was notin the contemplation of the negotiators or the 
Senate at the time of confirmation. May lt have your per- 
mission to add that the true understanding was explained by 
you as chairman of Foreign Relations, to the Senate, before 
the vote was taken on the treaty? I think it due to frank 
ness on Our part. 

Very truly, yours, JOHN M. CLAYTON, 
To Hon. W. R. Kino, U. S. Senate. 


. Jury 4, 1850. 

My pear Sir: The Senate perfectly understood that the 
treaty did not include British Honduras. Frankness be 
comes our Government; but you should be careful not to 
use any expression which would seem to recognize the right 
of England to any portion of Honduras. 

Faithfully your obedient servant, W.R. KING. 

To Hon. Joun M. Crayton, Secretary of State. 

So the proper organ of the Senate reported that 
they perfectly understood that the convention did 
not include British Honduras. Theaccusing Sen- 
ators will not impeach the chairman, and if they 
do, I shall not go with them. I respect and honor 
that distinguished man—nay, sir, | love him. I 
have received injuries, many of them here. The 
memory of them died in the hour in which they 
were committed. But I have received kindnesses, 
benefits too, and many of these were received at 
the hands of William R. King. Not one of these 
shall perish in my memory until I give an account | 
of them to his Creator and mine. And now, 
since those honorable Senators have so broadly 
assumed to speak for us all, they will not now 
deny that they did not know what we all ** per- 
fectly understood.”’ 

Just what Mr. King advised was done by the 
Secretary. He took effectual care not to usé any 
expression which should seem to recognize the 
right of England to the portion of Honduras—that 
is, to British Honduras—which she possessed. 
That right remains just as it was before. Good 
or bad, it is not made worse or better by the treaty. 
As to the Bay of Islands, if it was in fact a de- | 
pendency of British Honduras on the 4th of July, | 
1850, then the formation of a colony there is not a 
violation of the convention. If it was not then in 
fact a dependency, then that transaction is a vio- 
lation of the treaty. But in either case it has 
nothing to do with the present question. 

The Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Downs,] in 
the very wantonness of censure, has supposed that 
not only the Senate but the late President, General 
Taylor, was kept in ignorance of the conditions of 
ratification, and this upon the ground merely that 
General Taylor sickened on the 4th, and died on | 
the 9th of July. But the Committee on Foreign 
Relations now appear to have known those condi- 
tions on the 29th of June, and the President may 
be presumed to have been intrusted by the Secre- 
tary with a fact that was officially communicated 
to the Senate. Whatever else might have been | 
the errors or misfortunes of that Administration, | 
want of mutual confidence between the Secretary | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


7] - 

of State and his distinguished Chief was not one of || not only remember that, but th 
them. They stood togetber firmly, undivided, and || around me who remember dis 
inseparable to the last. 


and from without, beset them, and combinations || any process of argument, or by ally 
and coalitions, in and out of Congress, assailed 
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What Was 
Wht either 
Sertion, or by 
ding to doy - 
roti to 8a 
a not inel, 

l lude. Wed 
read every document which comes here- ne ney 
ber does it. After the treaty was ratified arog 
missed it from my mind, till the stra Soo 


in that quarter excited some feelings 


Storms of factions from within their own party, 


ments, which we never heard of til] t 
them with a degree of violence that no other Ad- | that I did know that that treaty di 
ministration has ever encountered. But they never | what upon the face of it, it did ine 
yielded and never faltered for an hour. They 
went on firmly and firmly united together in their 
great work of consolidating the then newly ex- 
tended Republic, upon the foundations of universal 
liberty, and establishing its continental power on || as it did in the minds of the America; 
he foundations of commercia! interests and repub- | I began then to look intoit. When 
ican systems. The Administration which they | the subject was more distinctly brought befo:,. 
conducted was beaten down not by human hands, || I found that great encroachments were tales 
nor by human words, nor by human votes; but it || the British Government. We all know that © y 
wentdown only undera providential visitation, that | a historical fact, that England is disposed to on 
if it had happened on the field of Monterey or at || such encroachments. Then when [| came ., : 
Buena Vista, would have either forever lost or || amine the subject, | looked back to the Ges > 
long postponed the extension of our borders to | stances of the treaty. I did not come here ba 
the shores of the Pacific ocean. Those who have | raign Mr. Clayton, and there is not a word . ac 
profited by political changes, consequent on that | speech which I made the other day which doe. 
sad event, may listen unmoved to the censures | What I said was, that it was a strange diplomas 
which for two years past have howled, and still are 
howling equally around the Secretary of State in 
his retirement, and over the veteran and war-ex- 
hausted President in his grave. Let me, on the | the negotiatior of which, he says, did not thes 
other hand, who had some humble portion of their | what we intended it should mean. That is de 
confidence, and knew their fidelity to each other | point. It was a treaty in which the negotians 
and to their country, perform, though it may be | said we employed the term Central America, }y; 
alone, the duty of vindicating them against the | that we did notmean Central America. We hare 
clamors of prejudice and error. said that if the American Senate, or the Americay 
And let me say to the Senator from Louisiana, | people knew anything upon the subject, the treay 
and to the Senator from Ohio, and even tothe | spread before the world did not convey thar *4 
Senator from Michigan, that, long as their’ ca- | pression, notwithstanding the negotiator intended 
reers respectively may be protracted, even, as I | toconveyit. Now, I say thatitis not onlya very 
hope they may, to the ends of natural lives, in | strange diplomatic proceeding, but a very improper 
ripened age, and true and devoted as I know | proceeding. 
they are, yet that it will be happy for them,and | But, Mr. President, let me ask the Senator ons 
for us all, if even then they shall have established | question. If ‘* Central America,” as the term 
claims upon the affection of their country, and the | was used, meant only a portion of it, why did jt 
gratitude of mankind, equal to those which were | not say so? Why did it not say ‘the States of 
perfected in that Administration, (broken off in its || Central America?”’ It uses the geographical term 
seventeenth month,) but wisely conducted for that || If you were to conclude a treaty with Germany 
short period by John M. Clayton, the venerable | would not diplomatists subsequently construe i 
statesman of Delaware, and presided over by | to include the whole of Germany, and not include 
Zachary Taylor, the hero who indicated and | some of the States and exclude others? Or if yny 
opened the way ofthe American armies to the || describeItaly, would you exclude Milan, or Naples, 
conquest of Mexico. | or Rome? No; it would be a fraud upon the face 
Mr. MASON. This subject is one not only | of the paper, a fraud before the American people, 
possessing intrinsic importance, but it isimportant | I do not say a fraud was designed in this case, 
on account of the matters incidentally connected | but I speak of the operation of such a construction, 
with it. It has been sprung upon us suddenly | The term Central America is used; and I repew 
this morning. I suppose it will not be desirable | the question, if it was not intended to embrmee 
for the Senate to continue it now; [| therefore | the whole, but to exclude some particular portion 
move that the orders of the day be taken up, with | of it, why did it not say so? Why was not the 
the understanding that this subject will be taken || done‘ neither affirming nor denying,” inthe terms 
up again in the morning hour to-morrow. \| of this quasi negotiation, the claims of England 
Mr. CASS. I havealready spoken to the hon- || any portion of it? Nothing like that was done. 
orable Senator from Maryland, who has no wish | The treaty was perfectly general in its operatio 
personally that we should go on with this debate || When I saw the letter of Mr. Clayton to Mr. 
to-day, but he is willing to let it go over until to- || Bulwer it excited my surprise. I repeat it, | was 
morrow. There are some personal matters, how- | very much surprised. My object then was 
ever, about which [ wish to say afew words,and I || ascertain what were the facts in relation to the 
hope the honorable Senator will withdraw his mo- || matter, not for myself, for I understood the matter 
tion. | perfectly; I knew what the meaning of the trealy 
Mr. MASON. I withdraw the motion. | was, and I knew what the gentlemen around me 
Mr. CASS. I would ask the indulgence of the | said’ I will repeat what the Senator from We 
Senate to lay over other business, simply on the | consin has reminded me of this morning, and whiet 
ground that a good deal has been said, and some || I recollect now, that he has called my attention 
misapprehension fallen into on some ofthese points; || to it, perfectly well, and others around mew 
and | think, therefore, that the antidote should go || recollect the same thing. I said when the realy 
out with the bane. was before us, in honor of Mr. Clayton, the n+ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mawnevm | gotiator of it, that he deserved credit for the mn 
in the chair.) This subject has not yet been dis- || ner in which it was negotiated, for it was the fret 
posed of, and the Senator can proceed. | time that Great Britain had given up any tert! 
Mr. CASS. I have no sort of idea of follow- || which she had occupied, unless compelled to “ 
ing the Senator from New York in this discussion. || it by the sword. 
He bas pronounced an elegy or eulogy upon a|| Mr. WALKER. [f the Senator will allow, 
preceding Administration—l do not know which | [ think I can give nearly the exact words whi 
you may be pleased to call it—but certainly with | he then made use of. He spoke in very comp 
a great deal of warmth and zeal. I have nothing | mentary terms of the then Secretary of State '0t 
to do with that, but leave it for those who sup- || the position he had taken, and he remarked tht! 
ported that Administration. But what I do want |! it was the first time in the history of Great Brita, 
to say is this: The Senator from New York || that she had given up territory without a struze® 
modestly says he will convince me, among others, || I recollect that distinctly, and I presume others do. 
that we did remember what we said we did not Mr. CASS. I am much obliged to the hon 
remember. The Senator from New York had | able Senator. I recollected perfectly my impr 
no right to say any such thing, because he gets || sion. I say that upon that route—I do not 
himself into difficulty. He has said what is not | within a mile of it; the honorable Senator . 
the fact. J do distinctly remember that I did not | New York is confining it to one particular poi 
undertand that treaty as the Senator supposes I || and so in some measure did the honorable Sens 
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but I do say this, that the islands of the 


or geographically, it did not say so? None at 


- m Honduras are vastly Important as com- | all. 

Bay of and naval stations, and in the possession W ith respect to the word ‘* dependencies,”’ what 
al Britain will do uss vast deal of injury. I said was this, that the word ** dependencies’’ used 
W th respect to commanding the route, your || in the papers, allowed the utmost lautude to the 


so farasa gun may reach. We 

know that the route is within three marine 
. over which you calculate a gun may reach. 
a the effect which the stations may have 
‘ting our communication, which makes 
this subject important. That is what I intended 
- eweep off; and therefore the whole of Central 
4 nerica, for that purpose, was included in the 


arts of diplomacy. That was my expression. | 
thought it was too unsettled a term, because, as 
used in Mr. Bulwer’s note, it is not ** the depend- 
encies of the Island,’’ as it is in Mr. Clayton’s 
answer, but it is perfectly undefined and unknown, 
and may, for aught we know, be extended almost 
indefinitely; | do not presume to say how far. 

In regard to the appointment of the consul, I 
do not understand that the appointment of a con- 


wer extends 
a 
n 
But is 
in mnterruf 


treaty. . 

“Now, what motive could I have—I speak for || sul, or commercial agent to a country—I have not 
yself alone—in agreeing to that treaty, in allow- || looked into thesubject lately, | am speaking, there- 

myself al 3 } 


~ Great Britain to join us in a question respect- 
ing this continent, except that it would be possible 
to effect without difficulty, what we might not 
otherwise have been able to effect without war? 
I therefore was willing to forego an important 
nrinciple with me, to have no arrangement with 
: y foreign Power with regard to the matter, be- 
caase | thought that the treaty swept off every 
-itish foot from the continent in that section of 
North America, and I had a right to think so. I 
saw the term Central America upon the face of 
the treaty—not ** political Central America,”’ not 
«Central America’’ excluding British possessions 
or claims, and confining it to one or the other; 
but the general term designating that district of 
country, which the Senator from New York says 
would, according to some geographers or gazet- 
teers, extend it to Mexico; or according to others, 
it would extend to portions of the United States. 
That would not affect the treaty ene way or the 
other; but would exclude Great Britain from what- 
ever section was included in Central America. 
We all know what the intention and object of the 
treaty was. It wasto preserve that portion of the 
sontinent untouched by either Power, so as to 
eave the great channel of intercourse between the 
Auantic and Pacific oceans unshackled, for the 
benefit of the whole world. That was the object. 

I say that Colonel King never used language 
conveying an impression with regard to that 
treaty different from that which was made upon 
me. Colonel King, we all know, is low, much 
lower to-day than he was when I called on him 
last Thursday, but I found him then capable of 
sitting up, with the Intelligencer upon his table, 
from which he was reading upon this subject. I 
sat down and conversed with him, and | will re- 
peat now what he said to me then. I may not 
use the precise language which he did; but the 
particular ideas and the general impression made 
upon my mind are clear, that the only claim which 
he understood to be connected with British inter- 
ests there, was precisely the same as that which 
the Senator from Maryland has referred to, the 
claim to the right to cut logwood—an undefined 
right, as | think the Senator from New York has 
said—an undefined, unknown right; and I will 
repeat here that Colonel King never did suppose, 
unless | greatly misunderstood him, that the treaty 
authorized the British to establish a permanent 
colony there. 

With respect to the letter which Mr. Clayton 
has published, Lam not disposed to deny that he 
did receive sucha note. Heis an honorable man, 
and would not make such an assertion unless it 
was true. With respect to the communication, I 
have no more to say, except to repeat the same idea 
which was, | am certain, in my own mind. Colonel 
King’s difficulty was with respect to that right. 
And when this quasi treaty came to be ratified, he 
said to Mr. Clayton specifically, Send it back, it 
will never be confirmed, beeause it practically rec- 
ognizes the whole claim. All we ever intended 
to express was the recognition of the right to cut 
logwood, without knowing how far that would 
extend, 

One or two more words, and I have done with 
the matter, so far as regards myself. I repeat 
here, in my seat, that during the progress of the 
treaty, | gave, as a distinct reason for voting for 
it, that it swept away every British claim to terri- 
tory on that portion of the continent. I repeat 
how, as! said before, that we had every reason to 
believe it, because the treaty on its face said so. 
If the treaty did not mean that, I ask, as between 
practical men, acting for the country, why did it 
hot say so? Can any man give a reason why, if 
it did not include British Honduras, politically | 


fore, from my linpression—operates as a recogni- 
tion of the independence of the State to which the 
appointment is made. It is not like the appoint- 
ment of a diplomatic agent, who carries with him 
the declaration, on the part of the Government, 
that ** you are among the independent families of 
nations.”? ‘The appointment of a consul, if I un- 
derstand the true principle, is, that it does not carry 
with it an acknowledgment of the independence of 
the State. 

In justice to Mr. Clayton, I repeat, that during 
the negollaulon more than once he conversed with 
me upon the subject. I believe, as I before stated, 
he showed me the draftof thetreaty. I approved 
it then in conversation with him. I approved it 
here in the discussion, and I approved it by my 
vote, and I approve it now just as I did then, if 
the treaty upon the face of it was intended to be 
what the American people supposed it was. 

Now, before we have done with this matter, the 
honorable Senator from New York will find that 
all his suggestions and insinuations as to the be- 
lief and knowleege of Senators will be dissolved 
in air. He will find that the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana will make a statement that will 
enlighten the Senate and the country. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to submit the following 
resolution in connection with this subject, asking 
for some other dispatches in regard to it: ‘ 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi 
eate to the Senate, if not incompatible with the public in 
terest, the correspondence between the Hon. Abbott Law 
rence and Lord Palmerston, Om@the Government of the 
United States, relative to Central America; and alse any 
other correspondence which relates to the claims of Great 
Britain to the Mosquito coast, or to any portion of the ter- 
ritory of Honduras or Yucatan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous 
consent it will be received and considered at this 
time. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. PEARCE. I would ask the Senator if he 
is sure that that correspondence has not already 
been communicated to the Senate ? 

Mr. DAVIS. It never has. I wish 
it. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DOWNS. Mr. President, this debate has 
been sprung upon us very unexpectedly this morn- 
ing by the honorable Senator from Maryland. 
He, and the honorable Senator from New York, 
seem to have given the wholesubject a very search- 
ing inquiry, which | have not givenit. I shall not 
attempt to go into an elaborate argument as they 
have done; and there is a very good reason why 
I should not. I have not looked into the subject. 
| have notthe means or facilities of arming myself 
with British authorities, or British rights and 
British claims, to which they seem to have had 
access. But, sir, 1] stand here, as I shall on all 
occasions, to maintain the position which I have 
taken on this subject, and to vindicate it. I re- 
joice to say, that notwithstanding the researches 
and the labor bestowed upon this subject, by two 
of the ablest champions of the Whig party, on this 
floor, it is perfectly easy for the most humble in- 
dividual, as | am, on the other side, to refute it. 
The honorable Senator from New York, in the 
high-sounding notes of his eloquence, has pro- 
nounced the assertion that I made, that in all prob- 
ability the understanding between the British Min- 
ister and Mr. Clayton, was not communicated to 
the President of the United States, as a wanton 
assault. I repel the assertion. 1 did not state it 
as a fact, but | suggested it as an inference from 
the circumstances of the case, and I leave it to the 
Senate and to the people, whether the i ference 
was a natural one. 


Mr. SEWARD. 
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to obtain 
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| understood. 


| 
I have no desire to be mis- |) 
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What I said was “ wantonness of 
censure,”’ not assault; but I do not know that itis 
material. 

Mr. DOWNS. I understood the honorable 
Senator to say that the allusion which | had made 
was a wagton assault on the Secretary of State. I 
made no assault at all. I stated no fact. I 
gested what was very probable from the cireum- 
st@nces of the case—the sickness and death of the 
President. And with all the research of both the 
gentlemen, with all the knowledge which they 
seem to have on this subject, neither of them has 


sug- 


ventured to assert that this identical fact was ever 
communicated to the President. The honorable 
Senator from Maryland did say that it was com- 
municated to the Cabinet But I did not state it 
asafact. I gave it as a mere suggestion from the 
circumstances, about which everybody could judge 
for themselves. ; ; 

But, Mr. President, while the Senator from 
New York is so anxious to charve another Sena- 
tor with a wanton attack have been 
very careful not to hurl bac k an assertion upon 
Senators here, which was full of wantonness. He 
has done that; he did it in this way: He said that 
the fact of this communication between the Brtitish 
Minister and the Secretary of State was known to 
the Senate. Idenyit. Wealldenyit. Willthe 
Senator now state in his place that the fact was 
communicated to him asa Senator? The Senator 
did not state it, and | doubt whether be can 

Mr.SEWARD. § As the Senator: ppealsto me, 
I wish to say that I relied upon the letter of Col- 
onel King, which said that the Senate knew it. 
1 do not offer myself as a witness upon the point 
that the Senate was informed upon the subject, I 
only say for myself that I knew of the construc- 
tion given to the treaty in the correspondence al- 
luded to. 

Mr. DOWNS. Whatever may 
have known, his recollection seems to have been 
very suddenly refreshed on the subject, for on the 
other day when I addreesed a few words to the 
Senate, | suggested that no Senator understood 


» be should 


t ' 
the Menator 


that to be the construction of the trenty. 

Mr. SEWARD. The Senator will allow me 
to say that when he sat down I rose to obtain the 
floor, but was interrupted by the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia, who moved that the Senate adjourn: and 
| have not had an opportunity since that time untul 
this morning to say anything upon the subject 

Mr. DOWNS. Lam sorry that | ten 
interrupted in my remarks by the Senator. But 
the only thing on which the honorable Senator 
rests his conclusion that the Senate must have 
known the fact of this correspendence, was that 
some documents were at some time or other sent to 
Congress, which intimated something of the kind. 
Surely the Senator does not pretend to say that 


im 80 oO 


every document sent here is at all times in the 
aia of every Senator. How many of the im 
mense volumes of documents which are sent here 
do we ever read atall? Weare less likely to see and 
know them here than we are els 
have something else to do besides conning oves 
the documents which Mr. Clayton or Mr. Any- 
body-else may send here, to tt quire nto every 
minute matter of information which they may cen- 
tain. 
been sent in, or whatever allusion may have been 
made to the subject, after the Senate had no longer 
any power over it, 
was not called to it, has no effect against what | anid 
the other day. little foundation for 
the supposition, or for conveying the idea to the 
country, that because the fact was communicated 
to Colonel King, therefore it was communicated 
to the Senate. There was no occasion for Colonel 
King communicating it tothe Senate. The treaty 
was not then before the Senate. It had been rati- 
fied, had been sent to Europe, and had come back 
for the exchange of ratification the 
treaty was before the Senate, and we had no 
longer anything to do with it. = 

This question was ral sed by the British Minister 
when the treaty was not before the Senate. Colo- 
nel King could not then bring it before the Senate. 
Nobody but the President could do it. It there- 
fore was not for Colonel King to run around and 
tell every Senator about it, and I presume he did 
not. Therefore I think the whole of 
the Senator to show that it was known to the Sen- 
ate, rests on no solid foundation. Of the 
body ‘of Senators, every one except the Senator 
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himself, I presume, was unaware that any such 
understanding as this did exist. There are many 
Senators here now wifo were here then, and since 
the gentleman seems to have such peculiar know!l- 
edge, I call upon every such Senator to state if 
he, at that time, knew of this correspondence. If 
they did, I was perhaps in error, but if there was 
nobody but the Senator himself who knew that 
fact, | may still maintain my position, and I had 
a right to express the astonishment which I feltat 
the construction given by Mr. Clayton to the 
treaty. 

The Senator from Maryland, and the Senator 
from New York, have taken a very strange course 
to prove that the construction which we place 
upon the treaty is an erroneous one; and that is, 
that the British Government at some time or other, 
did have some sort of a claim to cut timber or do 
something else in Central America. Who ever 
denied that? I never did. So they claimed 
right to a portion of Oregon; and they claimed 
certain rights on the Mosquito coast; but by the 
treaty of Washington they gave up the one, and 
by this treaty they gave up the other; and 1 would 
ask the gentlemen to say why they could not, 
just as well, have given up their right to British 
Honduras, as they did in the treaty of Washing- 
ton their right to Oregon, or in this treaty, their 
right to the Mosquito coast? Therefore prove 
what you please about the British right, I care 
not what it was, if they gave that right up they 
had a right todo it, and that is the question before 
us. Icontend that they did give it up. I con- 
tend that it was so understood by the Senate 
and by the country. 

But, Mr. President, the honorable Senator from 
New York has discovered something connected 
with this treaty which he thinks is conclusive that 
it had nothing to do with Central America at all; 
and that is, that in the preamble which he read, it 
is stated that the object of the treaty was to negotiate 
about a passage through the isthmus. Now, Mr. 
President, I did not know before that in a treaty 
or bill, especially if there are other provisions in 
the bill or treaty, that the preamble is to bind us. 
But if the gentleman had read, not the whole of 
the treaty, but the very first article, he would have 
found that there was a great deal in the treaty be- 
sides the negotiation in regard to the passage 
through the Isthmus. I will read that portion 
which both the gentlemen, with all their research, 
took good care not toread. The first article of the 
treaty is as follows: 


“The Governments of the United States and Great Bri- 
tain hereby declare, that neither the one nor the other will 
ever obtain or maintain for itself, any exclusive control over 
the said ship-canal; agreeing that neither will ever erect or 
maintain any fortifications commanding the same, or in the 
vicinity thereof, or occupy, or fortify, or colonize, or assume, 
or exercise any dominion over Nicaragua, Costa Rica, the 
Mosquito coast, or any part of Central America; nor will 
either make use of any protection which either affords or 
may afford, or any alliance which either has or may have, 
to or with any State or people, for the purpose of erecting 
or maintaining any such fortifications, or of occupying, 
fortifying, or colonizing Nicaragua, Costa Rica, the Mos 
quito coast, or any — of Central America, or of as 
suming or exercising dominion over the same ; nor will the 
United States or Great Britain take advantage of any inti 
macy, Or use any alliance, connection, or influence that 
either may possess, with any State or Government through 
whose territory the said canal may pass, for the purpose of 
acquiring or holding, directly or indirectly, for the citizens 
or the subjects of the one, any rights or advantages in re 
gard to commerce or navigation through the said canal 
which shall not be offered on the same terms to the citizens 
or subjects of the other.”’ 


The Senator from Maryland has enumerated 
these different minor States, which he says are 
embraced in Central Aimerica, and has contended 
the treaty did apply tothem only.. But here these 
States are enumerated, and then the general words, 
‘‘any part of Central America,”’ are added. Is 
not that broad enough to cover the whole, includ- 
ing British Honduras, especially when it is by 
British authority, as quoted by the honorable 
Senator from Ohio the other day, included in the 
term Central America? I would ask the gentle- 
man to explain what is meant by the words ‘‘ any 

art of Central America,’’ in enumerating several 

tates, if it was not to apply to these several pos- 
sessions? ‘That was the natural inference from 
those words. We must understand language as 
the world generally understands it. I shal! not go 
into a minute analysis of what is meant by polit- | 
ical or geographical Central America, or atiything 
of that kind. I take the plain import of the lan- 
guage and ask, was not*the construction of the | 


| something appears to the contrary. 
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world and the Senate, and of all parties, at the | 
time, that these words were intended to embrace | 
the whole of Central America, including British | 
Yonduras’? I always supposed that they had 
some meaning in them, and were intended to have | 
some meaning; otherwise the great object of the | 
| 


| treaty was lost. 


I know that memory is fallible, and that 1 am 
as liable as any man to be mistaken in the recol- 
lection of facts. But the circumstances under | 
which this treaty was made were brought into my | 
mind in such a way as to impress them peculiarly | 
upon my mind. The treaty was not communt-- | 
cated to me for the first time after it was formed; 
but when it was under negotiation, Mr. Clayton | 
himself brought the projet of it, with all his maps | 
and his explanations, and showed it to me, as he | 
did to. many other Senators, as he wished to be 
assured that everything was right. It was natu- | 
ral, perhaps. ‘There was a Democratic majority | 
in the Senate. He knew that we were more care} 
ful than the Whigs on any question relating to | 
territory; aod it was natural that he should con- | 
sult the Democratic members of the Senate in re- | 
gard to the treaty. I was consulted before the 
treaty was sigued. Some suggestions were made; 
and 1 recollect distinctly now, as I stated the other 
day, that in regard to the expression ‘* Central 
America,’ the question with me was whether it 
did embrace all. I do not intend to give the pre- | 
cise words that passed between us, but ! recollect 
distinctly that my mind was satisfied on that sub- | 
ject. : 
amble, but let them take the treaty and look at it, | 
and I think that justifies me in the expression of | 
astonishment which I made the other day in re- | 
gard to the construction of the treaty. 
~ Mr. PEARCE. I was one of those who did | 
not hear the remarks made by the Senator from 
Louisiana the other day. 
them isalerived from the newspapers. I found 
in them the report of his speech, and in that re- 
port, referring to the letters of Mr. Clayton and 
Mr. Bulwer, he said: 

‘* Ry examining it they will see that there is a very great 
probability that Mr. Clayton acted in this matter on his own 


authority, without consulting even the President or the 
Cabinet.”’ 


- 

And then I found that, assuming as a fact what 
before he had only inferred, he said, ‘* why did he 
not consult with the President?’’ In answer to | 
that assumption of the Senator, I stated | was au- 
thorized to say he had conferred with the Presi- 
dent and with the Cabinet; and I might have added, | 
«ws Ido now, that Mr. Clayton informs me that 
his course had the approval of every one of them. 
That is derived from no British authority. What 
the Senator meant by British authorities to which 
| have access more than himself, I know not. I 
have no intercourse with British authorities; nor 
even the honor of an acquaintance with the British 
Minister. But 1 know what authorities I have 
had access to, and they are just such as that Sen- 
ator might have referred to, if it had been his pleas- 
ure to consult the Congressional Library. They | 
are documents published by the Governinent; vol- | 
umes of the statutes; the publications of the day; | 
official letters communicated to Congress by 
the President, and works of standard authority, 
whether printed in England or elsewhere. Sir, I | 
do not know that I have any more affection for | 
‘¢ British authorities,’’ or for the British Govern- | 
ment, than any other Senator in thisbody. Per- 
haps, indeed, | have as much reason as any one 
else for a bitter prejudice against Britain and the 
British. 


{ 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Let the gentlemen, then, not take the pre- | 


|| graphically one country, is not so politically, b 
|| divided into several States and Kingdoms in no 
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| 
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| there. Both the United States and Great Bri 


Fédersl Goren 
er 
under that title, which included the ogeraen, 
which I enumerated, and I stated that it State 
that Central Ameriea that the treaty referred” . 
only to that. I certainly never supposed at th » Bnd 
the treaty was ratified, that the object w —e 
the British from any possessions which they 
in America. I do not pretend to sit jn inde nad 
upon those who thought otherwise, ive a 
tor is welcome to think as he pleases. Thes — 
from Louisiana avows his recollection withow 
responsibility to me, as I avow mine without «2 
responsibility tohim. But I believe that th w 
gument is with me—that political Centra} \, 5 
icais that which was meant; and that this vi me 
confirmed by the enumeration of the two cuba 
ions of that political arrangement mentioned + 
the first article. . 
The Senator from Michigan referred, } 
of ijlustration, to Germany and the Germs 
pire. But [ do not know that there is any 
ence between the boundaries of Germany a 
German Empire. The political divisio 
German Empire, about forty in number 
Germany geographically considered. 
The case supposed is not at all paralle! y 


; . rith they 
of Central America. And so Italy; though gto. 
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differ. 
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: “ oa S1n nowise 
connected by alliance or political association, g, 
that we could not speak of Italy as a politica) 
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ganization, nor make the comparison which iy 

Senator endeavored to force into his areumey 
But, sir, the Senator spoke of the treaties by 

which we settled disputes in Oregon, and algo 


: : on 
the northeasf®rn frontier. 


We were contestant 


ag . oe tain 
were claiming the same territory; in the one cage 


|| on the northeastern, and in the other, on the north. 
My only knowledge of || 


western frontier. We were parties in the dispute 


| each claiming; and we settled the contest by exye 
| treaties defining precisely our limits, and yieldige 
| in each case a part of what we claimed. Thos 
| are very different cases from the present. Ws 
| claimed no interest in Central America, 
| not the shadow of a claim there. 


|| undertaken to say how good the title of Grex 


Wehad 
I have never 


Britain is to the possessions which she holds iz 
that region. But I did undertake to show, from 
historical authority, that her title was obtained by 
a violation of the permissive and special! occupancy 
authorized by the Crown of Spain; and I showed 
how, in the course of time, it ceased to be the i- 
terest of Spain to regard the British encroachments, 
and how Great Britain consolidated her powerit 
Honduras. As to the justness and right of be 
claim I said nothing. I repeat it, I meanttolem 
it as-Mr. Clayton meant to leave it, neither afim 
ing nor denying any right of Great Britain—lew. 
ing it just as it was,a matter of fact, without the 
sanction of his treaty, or the sanction of hisa- 
knowledgment. And I said that had not bee 
the case with that Administration, of which th 
Senator had been a supporter. I referred to Mr 
Polk’s recognition of the authority of Great Br 
tain over this territory called Balize, or Brits 
Honduras. But the Senator from Michigan si 
he was yet to learn that, by the appointment oft 
consul to the Balize, we gave any sort of acknow 
edgzment to the title of Great Britain to the county 

Mr. CASS. My remark was in reply to tt 


| honorable Senator from New York. 


history for the purpose of enforcing this remark. || 
But I will say that [ have no other feelings than || 


those of a loyal American, and that I yield to no 
Senator in the purity and fervor of my devotion 
to my country. 


It is very true that I did not read the section of || 


the treaty to which the Senator from Louisiana 


ator from New York. Itwas unnecessary for me 


, to read it, because | alluded distinctly to that very | 


language upon which the Senator basis his argu- | 
ment, and | undertook to show that ifs meaning | 
is different from that which be gives to it. 


I sup- || 


pdse, in all diplomatic negotiations, in all political || 


| controversies, when we speak of the divisions of 


the earth we speak of political divisions, unless | 


ea _ the I said that | 
there was a political division called Central Amer- | 


| 
' 


Mr. PEARCE. But it applied equally to wht! 
I said. I stated it to show that Mr. Polk hada 


; 5 | pressly recognized the authority of Great Britan 
I need not allude further to my personal || 


over this territory. 
Mr. CASS. By the appointment of the ct 
sul? 


Mr. PEARCE. Yes. But I will read to % 


|| Senate the commission of the consul, signed ¥ 


President Polk; and inasmuch as the Senator {ros 
Louisiana thinks that a reference cannot fair'y® 


é ana || made to something written without reading t" 
has referred, but I believe it was read by the Sefi- || 


full, I will do so: 


“The President of the United States, to all who 
see these presents, greeting : 

“ Know ye, that, reposing special trust and confidence? 
the abilities and integrity of Christopher Hempstead, © 
New York, I have nominated, and, by and with the “— 
and consent of the Senate, do appoint him consul of t 
United States of America, for the port of Balize, in Hoe 
duras, and such other ports as shall be nearer thereto . 
to the residence of any other consul or vice ¢ des: 
United States, within the same allegiance ; and do aie 
ize and empower him to have and to hold the said © i, 
and to exercise and enjoy all the rights, preéminence®, |" 
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= : ath ities to the same of right appertaining, du 
eges ane an ee of the President of the United States for 


the pleasur ; wo 

ng He | eing—he demanding and receiving no fees or per- 
the U ¢ office whatever which shall not be expressly es- 
quis 4 hy come law of the said United States. And I 


tablisne’ coin all captains, masters, and commanders of 
do hereby aan vessels, armed or unarmed, sailing under 
the i States, as well as all other of their citi 
rp acknowledge and consider him, the said Christo 
zens, enstead, accordingly. And Ido hereby pray and 
pher —_ Britannic Majesty, her governors and officers, 
request .é e said Christopher Hempstead, fully and peace 
t appre ond exercise the said office without giving or 
y oats be given unto him, any molestation or trouble ; 
* rary, to afford him all proper countenance 
Dut, oF etance—I offering to do the same for all those who 
eae oe ike manner be recommended to me by her said 
sau “s 


Majesty.” a ee 

Mr. CHASE. What book is that? 

Mr. PEARCE. It is Executivé Document, 
yolume 10, 1849 and 1850. - . 1) 

Mr. CASS. That is the standing form of the 
commission—a de facto acknowledgment. 

“Mr. PEARCE. Precisely. It was a de facto 
acknowledgment of the authority of the British 
Government to grant an exequatur and therefore 
on acknowledgment of her jurisdiction de facto. 

~ Mr.CASS. I would ask the Senator if he sup- 
noses that the same form was not used in regard 
tothe Mexican and South American provinces be- 
fore their independence was acknowledged, and 
also in regard to Greece? It is ade facto acknowl- 
edgment of the state of things, without conceding 
the right at all. It is not a diplomatic recognition. 

Mr. PEARCE. That is all Mr. Clayton has 
done. He has recognizeed the de facto existence 
of the British authority within those limits. The 
exequatur in this case was from the British Gov- 
ernment. Here is the letter of Mr. Hempstead, 
informing the Secretary of State that he had re- 
ceived it: 

“Sir: Permit me to inform you that my comméssion, 
together with Her Britannic Majesty’s ‘ exequatur,’ has at 
Jength arrived, and [ have commenced to act as United 
States Consul for this port.’’ 

That is what was done in that day, which it 
seems hardly any of us may now venture to ques- 
tion. I do not intend to do it, but I desire to point 
out the contrast between the acts of Mr. Buchanan 
and Mr. Clayton. Mr. Clayton recalled this 
consul. He did not choose to give even thatsanc- 
tion to the claim of the British authorities. He 
withdrew the sanction of this Government so far 
as he could do so by recalling the consul. 

The form of language employed is nothing more 

than what is always used, | suppose. It is pre- 
cisely that, 1 presume, which would be found in 
the commission of the consul to Liverpool. But 
forms are sometimes things, and as you would not 
pray an exequatur of any Government except 
that which exercised jurisdiction over the place to 
which the consul is sent, so Mr. Polk’s commis- 
sion to Mr. Hempstead admits the jurisdiction of 
her Britannic Majesty whom and whose * governors 
and officers’ the commission prays to allow Mr. 
Hempstead to ‘exercise peaceably and fully’’ 
his office of consul. 
[ need not occupy more of the time of the Sen- 
ate. I rest the late Secretary’s defense upon his 
etter to Mr. King, the then chairman of the Sen- 
te’s Committee on Foreign Relations—their proper 
organ, and his reply declaring that ‘the Senate 
perfectly understood that the treaty did not include 
British Honduras,”’ 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, I will not 
Bo into a discussion of the merits of this question; 
mor will I undertake to say what was the opinion 
bf any other Senator at the time this treaty was 
peeified; but as an appeal has been made to the 
merenate generally to say what was their under- 
sanding, I respond by stating that my understand- 
ng of the treaty was precisely that which has 
been expressed by the Senator from Michigan and 
he Senator from Louisiana. If any other under- 
tanding of it was expressed on this floor, I never 
tard of it until this discussion sprang up, So 
much for that, : 
air, voted again® the ratification of that treaty, 
tin reference to this particular question, as to 
'¢ extent of the British possessions, or whether 
108€ Possessions were rightfully held or not; but 
voted against it for two reasons: The first was, 
at | recognized what is usually called the Mon- 
0¢ doctrine, and for that reason I thought that I 
ould not, without being inconsistent, recognize 
ven the right of Great Britain to negotiate with 
a8 to the possession and holding of any prov- 
ces of any kind in Central America, or upon 
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this continent in that direction. And in the next 
place, I voted against it because I would never by 
my voice bind the United States to abstain from 
the acquisition of territory in that direction or in 
any other. I deem it but just to say this much 
for myself, because I know that my feeling upon 
this subject represents the unanimous voice of my 
constituents, 

Mr. SOULE. 
facts connected with the history of the negotiation 
of this treaty which seem 
by those gentlemen who have preceded me in this 
debate, and which I deem it important to place be- 
fore the Seriate. I ws ‘ fho voted 
for the ratification of the treaty which has been 
the subject of this debate, and it is but natural 
that 1 should be anxious, as well as my colleagues 
in the Senate who have preceded me, to state un- 
der what promptings that vote was given. 

It will strike the Senate, and lam sure it will 
strike the country, that there is something highly 
significant in the fact, that nearly two months after 
the treaty had been ratified, it was deemed neces- 


s.. ™ y lL, . ¢ . . 
Mr. President, there are certain 


to have been overlooked 


LS amongst those W 








sary on the part of the British Minister to have 
some explanations as to the meaning to be im- 
parted to the treaty. Whence could his suspi 


cions arise? What could have transpired between 
the date of the ratification of the treaty and the 
date of the correspondence between the British 
Minister and our Secretary of State that should 
thus rouse the suspicions of the British Mi 
is a question which naturally suggests itself to the 
consideration of any one W ho may vesiow 
least attention upon the subject. ‘To my min 
shows conclusively that something of the 
our deliberations here had gone out, and had in 
duced, on the part of the British re 
here, that suspicion. What was it, Mr. 
dent, which could thus have created | 


ister, 
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secret ol 
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| resi 


nat state of 


feeling in the breast of the British Minister? I 
shallestate it in very brief words 
While the treaty was being ne ted, some 


ten or twelve Senators, | among them, at the re- 
quest of the then chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, met at t! 
dent pro tempore, there to hear the rea 
treaty, then in emb: 
desire entertained by of*the members pres- 
ent that I might be favored with some more par- 
ticular acquaintance with the localities embraced 
by the treaty, I was spécially desired and rv 
to lend all the attention I could bestow t 
ing. When the xious article wi 
could not but remark, t rdinary 
transactions of life such language as it contained 
might seem fully satisfactory, and though it could 
hardly admit of a do&bt as to its b 
port, yet, inasmuch as the object was to 
England of all pretension to set up any right to 
any portion of the country embraced by it, | 
thought it would be better to the intention 
couched in express words: and | then warned my 


oom OI oO 





ested 
» its read- 
read, | 


opne 


nat thoueh in the 


“aring and im- 


aivest 


nave 
associates against the dangers of leaving that arti- 
cle in the condition in which I do recol- 
lect, sir—and that recollection is as fresh In my 
memory as if its date were but yesterday—that 
thereupon it was remarked by the very gentleman 
who had called us together, that whatever obscur- 
ity there might seem to be in the article was to be 
attributed to an anxiety on the part of the British 
Minister to have his national pride protected, and 
to a desire on the part of Mr. Clayton to indulge 
him in that natural wish—that England feit she 
was forced into a sort of backing-out, and it was 
expected we would not insist upon any expres- 
sion being in the treaty which might wound her 
sensibilities. 

Mr. CASS. Will the honors 
me to ask who made that remark ? 

Mr. SOULE. It was by Mr. 
was of course understood that the right of 
a certain denomination of timber at the Balize 
might still be exercised independent of the treaty, 
because that authority could under no circum 
stances imply a right of ownership. But it was 
expressly declared that su *h was the understand- 
ing of the high contracting parties, and that what- 
ever obscurity, if any there were, might be found 
in the treaty, was meant to aatisfy the keen sensi- 
bility exhibited on that occasion by the British 
negotiator. ; 

ell, sir, the treaty afterwards came before us 
in this Chamber, and I feel that I labor under 
some difficulty as to the question whether or not 


It stood. 


le Senator allow 


King It 


cutting 


made 
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I am permitted to allude to what transpired in 
secret session in reference toit. I would like to 
be enlightened on that point. [am cornparatively 
a young Senator, and I therefore wish for light 
on this point before I proceed further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mawerm 
temporsrily occupying the chair.) The injunc- 
tion of secrecy not having been removed, the 
Senator cannot refer to the proceedings on that 

ibject in Executive session 
Mr. DOUGLAS. C 
secrecy be 
sent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
now in Executive session 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the injunction can be re 
moved now by ul animous consent, [ Go not sur 
pose there will be any objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis not com 
petent for the body to act on Executive business 
in open session. 

Mr. CASS. I believe 
have Executive sessi 
would there 


s 
annot 


by 


the injanction of 


now removed, UNANIMOUS CON 


We are not 


we are 


with ¢ 
fore suggest that we ov 


not obviiged 
ke sed doors | 
» into Executive 


ns 


session with open doors; it will not take us a 
minute to remove the injunction of secrecy. This 
is a very important matter to the America peo 


nle, and I am for 


it laid before them 
Mr. SOULE. I take it then as the sense of the 
Senate that I am to proceed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
cannot, in the opinion of the Chair, narrate the 
proceedings of the Senate in 


having everything in regard to 


Executive sé@ss) 


unless where the injunction of secrecy has been 


removed 
Mr. BUTLER As this subject is likely to be 


very freely discussed, and as gentlemen 
istice, 1 move that the Senate 


Exe 


cannot 
now do themselves 
proceed to 
nessa 

Mr. GWIN I hope the me 


agreed to. 


tne consideration of itive bus 


ion will not be 


Mr. CASS We need not close the doors 

Mr. MASON. [I would submit to the hono 
able Senators whether we may not be establishi g 
a precedent which we may have cause to regret 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present 
occupant of the chair ts clear y of the « pinion that 


no allusion can be made to any question purely 
executive, exce 
Mr. W 
+ i ¥ 


sacred in 


ptin Executive session proper. 
ALKER 


the secret pro 


Can there be anything more 


eedings of the > on 


consideration of thi 


the a treaty than has been al 
ready adverted to by various gentlemen ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been 
usual to permit Senators to disclose the rown ac 

) upon any question in Executive session affect- 
ine nobody else but themss lves; but it is utter y 
against all usage, as the Chair understand , to 
allow usion at all in ope session to any 
question of an executive character, unless w! ere 
the injunction Of secrecy has been removed. 


7 


Mr. ¢> ASS. l suppose It 18 | erfecti 


for the g 


VY in order 


ntieman to make any suppositious case 
provided ne fives 


On, no [t 


no names, 
would not be well 


that he pleases, } 
Mr. BUTLER. 
to do that 
The PRESIDING OFFICER then put the 
question on the motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of Executive 
ators rose in the affirmative. 
Mr. PEARCE. 
desire to say that I have 
tion, if the understanding be th 
an Executive session in the usual 
closed doors. 
Mr. MASON. Thatis my und 
Several Senators. Open door 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


cannot recognize an Executive sessio: 


isiness, and twenty-five Sen- 


Before the negative is put, I 
to the mo- 
ve 


manner, with 


no ovprection 


it wenreto fn 


er standing 


The Chai 

with oy en 
doors 
Mr. SEWARD 1 vote in the negative, for the 
purpose of making a quorum, and not because [ 
am opposed to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to, there heing on a 
division 25 ayes, and 12 noes. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate accordingly proceeded to the con 

sideration of Executive business; and after some 


time spent therein, the doors were reopened, and 
the Senate adjourned 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 10, 1853. 


, 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. James GALLAHER. 


Prayer 


The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of a motion submitted on 
Monday last by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. CHANDLER, ] to suspend the rules, that a res- 
olution to permit the Colonization Society to hold 
a meeting in this Hall may be introduced. 

If it be the pleasure of the House, the Chair 
will call to its attention an omissyon to fill a blank 
in Senate bill No. 217, enutled ‘* An act for the 
relief of William Speiden.’’ The words ** two 
anda half per cent.’? were omitted through a cler- 
ical mistake in the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. With the permission of 
the Chair { will state that those words were printed 
in the bills that were laid before members, and as 
the omission has been accidental, | move by unan- 
imous consent that the blank be filled. 

There was no objection, and the words ‘two 
and a half per cent.’’ were inserted in the bill. 

COLONIZATION SOCIETY. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call up for consideration 
the motion | submitted on Monday last, to sus- 
pend the rules for the purpose of introducing the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the use of this Hall be granted for the 
anniversary of the American Colonization Society, the 18th 
instant, at seven o'clock, p. m. 

The question was taken on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules, and disagreed to, two thirds not 
voting in favor thereof. 

LEGAL PROCESSES. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I am unanimously in- 
structed by the Committee on the Judiciary to ask 
leave of the House to introduce ‘ A bill in addi- 
tion to the several acts for legal processes in the 
courts of the United States.’’ I will merely state 
that it authorizes the courts in certain cases to issue 
attachments for contempt. 

Mr. CARTTER. I object. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I then move that the 
rules of the House be suspended, for the purpose 
of allowing me to report that bill to the House, 
and on that motion I demand tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of | 


Tennessee, and CLincMan, were appointed 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 56; which number not being two thirds 

of a quorum, the motion to suspend failed. 

Mr. BURT. IL ask the unanimous consent of 
the House 

Mr.CLARK. I rise to a question of order. Is 
not this resolution day ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. CLARK. I then call forthe recular order 
of business. 

Mr. BURT. It is regularly in order on this day 
to move a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. MEADE. With the permission of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. ete as I 
see there is a great struggle for the floor, I will 
ask the unanimous consent of the House for leave 
to introduce a resolution addressed to the President 
of the United States. Its consideration will oc- 
cupy but a minute if unanimous consent be ac- 
corded, and | do not think there will be objection. 

Mr. BURT. That is the thing I wish to do 
myself, and | am amazed the gentleman would 
suppose that I would yield him the floor for such 
a purpose. There is a Senate bill on your table, 
Mr. Speaker, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue a new register to a ship which 
has been three times nearly burned to the water’s 
edge, and is now lying in the harbor of Charles- 
ton. | simply ask that the bill may now be taken 
up and passed. Iam informed by the owner of 
the vessel that she is ready to sail, and only waits 
the passage of this act. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I object. 

Mr. BURT. I move, then, to suspend the rules 
for the purpose I have indicated. 

The rules were suspended, and the bill was taken 
up and read a first and second time by its title, as 
follows: 

‘An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue a new register to the ship Prentice, and to change her 
mame to that of Leonie.” 

The bill was then, according to order, read the 
third time, and passed. 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


JOHN CHARLES FREMONT. 
Mr. PHELPS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to take from the Speaker’s 
table Senate bill No. 573, entitled ** An act for the 


relief of John Charles Frémont, late lieutenant 


colonel in the Army of the United States.” 

Mr. STAN FON, of Ohio. IL object to taking 
any bill up out of its order. 

Mr. PHELPS. [I then move a suspension of 
the rules that it may be taken up for considera- 
uuon. 

The question was taken, and the rules were sus- 
pended, 

The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title. 

Mr. PHELPS. As that bill contemplates an 
appropriation, itis necessary that a motion should 
be submitted to suspend the rule requiring its con- 
sideration in the Committee of the Whole, that it 
may be now passed. Before 1 submit that mo- 
tion, however, | desire to say a few words on the 
merits of the case. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The rule says 
that the bill shall have its first consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. That is the rule, and the 
gentleman from Missouri is aware that it is not 
in order to consider the bill in the House until that 
rule has been suspended. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then I suppose that I cannot 
make an explanation of the merits of the case, 
unless by the general consent of the House, unul 


after the rule requiring the bill to be first consid- | 
in Committee of the Whole has been sus- | 


ered 
pended. 

The SPEAKER. That would be the law of 
the House if strictly enforced. 

Mr. PHELPS. I will make the explanation | 
design, by the unanimous consent of the House, 
at this time. 


[Cries of **Go on!” ‘Go on!’’] ’ 

‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gen- 
tleman proceeding ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Tenneseee. With the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Missouri, I will sug- 
gest that this bill be referred to the Military or 


some other commiffee, to ascertain the probable | 
I know nothing | 
[t proposes to appropriate money 


amount to be appropriated by it. 
at all about it. 
to satisfy judgments which have and may be ren- 
dered against Colonel Frémont for official acts, 
whilst he was in California, in the service of the 
United States. 
it may be $1,000,900. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
to be done for the relief of Colonel Frémont, it 
must be done speedily. It will be recollected by 


| members, that some time last spring, shortly after 


' drawn. 


Colonel Frémont arrived in London, and whilst | 


he was proceeding to attend, in company with 
Mrs. Frémont, a party to which they had been 
invited, he was arrested and immediately thrown 
into prison, at the suit of Antony Gibbs & Sons, 
indorsers of F. Huttman, commenced on four 
several bills of exchange drawn by him whilst 
Governor of California; on James Buchanan, the 


then Secretary of State, in favor of Huttman. | 


Those bills of exchange were drawn for the sum 
of $19,500, which was expended in the military 
service of the country in California. There being 


no appropriation for the payment of those bills | 


they were protested, and suit was brought for the 
recovery of the amount of those bills, damages 
and interest. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I desire to be in- 
formed, Mr. Speaker, whether it is not practicable 


to ascertain the amount for which these bills of | 
exchange were drawn, and if so, why that amount | 
has not been specified in the bill under considera- | 


tion? I would ask further, whether it is not prac- 
ticable to ascertain the amount of judgment already 
obtained against Colonel Frémont? [| am for pro- 
viding for judgments rendered and leaving future 
ones to take care of themselves. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Georgia 
has not listened with his usual attention, 1 am 
sorry to say, to the reading of the bill for the relief 
of Colonel Frémont. It specifies $19,500 as the 
amount for which those bills of exchange were 
Weare to provide, as a matter of course, 
for the appropriation, in addition to that amount, 
of money for the payment of damages in conse- 
quence of protest, interest, the costs of the suit, 


The amount may be §20,000, or | 


Mr. Speaker, if anything is | 





Jan. 10, 


and the cost of defendingthesame, | car 

can any other person, now tell what the -Annot, nor 
suit will be. I know, however, that. speed a OF the 
is necessary upon this bill; for | have belies 
the affidavit of Mr. Treasure, the clerk of Me — 
Lawford, the attorneys of Colonel Fré Messrs, 


. : MONt, whiet 
states that judgment will be rendered in all’ a _ 
bility sometime during the month of [ proba. 


Jecem 
Unless he is surrendered for the purpose of }...” 


committed to prison, his bail will bee 
sible. Every one who is acquainted with the 

tory of Colonel Frémont, knoWs the conditio ~ 
his property and the embarrassments jn which e 
is involved, on account of the liabilities bie tnate 
in the conquest of California, and that i an 
impossible for him to raise this amount of 2 yee 


f being 
OME respon. 


h he 


in a foreign country, Will you, then, reliey + the 
officer who has spent this money in behalf of the 
Government? Will you relieve him from the 
judgment which has been obiained against };,.. 
and prevent his imprisonment in a foreien cous’ 
try? So far as the justice of these claims js o..,. 


cerned, | have only a word to say. I was proceed. 
ing to remark that at the last session of Coneres 
there was inserted in the Army appropriation, a’ 
a provision directing the President of the United 
States to appoint a board of officers, whose dyry 
it should be to examine these California elainns 
I have now the report of that board before mo 
That board of officers was composed of Srevet 
Colonel Smith, of the 2d artillery; Major Lee of 
the Commissary Department; and Lieutenant Cot. 
onel Thomas, of the Quartermaster’s Department 
They proceeded to act upon these Californiaclains. 
|| and acting upon this and the great number of claims 
| that were brought before them, they recommended 
to the favorable consideration of Congress the 
amount of $31,000 only. 7 

Then I bring forward the testimony of the board 
of Army officers, whose duty it was to exainine 
these claims, and besides to recommend such ae. 
tion as they might think just. They recommended 
that these bills of exchange be liquidated. They 
are specifically mentioned in their report. | wij 
remark that these expenses were incurred subse. 
quent to the revolution which broke out in Cali. 
fornia, in the month of May, 1846. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to make an 
inquiry of the gentleman. I wish to know if Colo. 
nel Frémont has ever settled and accounted to the 

| proper officers of this Government for the manner 
in which he expended the proceeds of these drafis, 
and what was the amount which he has accounted 
for, and whether or not there has ever been any 
| part of it paid by the United States. If he has 
never accounted to the Government for this money 
or any part of it, then he cannot come here and 
ask us to pay this draft. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have not made any investi- 
gation or examination of the testimony which was 
presented to this board of officers. I could not 
examine it. The officers of the Army were charged 
to make this very investigation. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] inquires if | had 
made that investigation. This board, after making 
an investigation, say, that these demands are still 
existing against the Government of the United 
States and ought to be paid. Is not this sufficient? 

Mr. JONES. That is not the point upon which 
I desire information. [tis not whether he drew 
the drafts, for the drafts are outstanding against 
the Government; and if he drew those drafis and 
sold them as it is alleged and received the proceeds, 
it was not the business of this board to inquire into 
it, but it was his business and duty, in settling bis 
accounts with the Treasury Department, to ac- 
count for the proceeds of these drafts, and show 
in what manner he expended them for the benett 
of Government. Until there is some evidence upon 
that point, | cannot vote for this proposition. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman has forgotten 
that this board of officers was to make these very 
inquiries. They could have access to all papers 
on file, in any Department, throwing light on the 
subject. It is to be presumed they did make this 
examination, and hence favorable consideration of 
this demand and of several others was recoit- 
mended. Demands amounting to more than 
$300,000 were presented; only $30,000 of which 
were favorably recommended; the residue wert 
rejected or suspended for the want of testimony: 
Colonel Frémont, at the date of these drafis, was 
| discharging the duties of civil and military Gov- 
|| ernor of California. I do not know whether the 
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1853. 


he ceived on these drafts was placed in 
oy * ¢ disbursing officers of the Army or 


j 
as oO! 


m 


jan 


I'he money was obtaimed for the use of this 

vent; it was expended for the use of this 
ee nt. The drafts are outstanding and un- 
_ iad because this Government has not pro- 
rw for their payment a citizen of the country 1s 
al he be imprisoned in a foreign land because 
ei scarred this liability to carry on the military 
a ae of this Government. 


“Mr. RICHARDSON. If the money was paid 


the 


“Colonel Frémontto the Quartermaster or Pay- 
oy ver, he ought to have a voucher for it. 
Mastets S 


Mr. PHELPS. Colonel Frémont is not here 

ive any explanation. His papers are not here. 
\ id whether he himself disbursed this money, or 
“eed it in the hands of officers to be disbursed, 

ot, L cannot say. All these drafts were drawn 
March, 1847, several months after the conquest 
‘California. I will read one of them as given in 
the report of the board of officers: 


’ 


Ciwpap pe Los AnGeves, Upper Cairornia, 2? 
March 18, 1847. 4 
$6,000. At ten days’ sight of this my 
second of exchange, first and third re- 
maining unpaid, pay to F. Hubtman 
or order six thousand hard dollars 
Indorsed. for value received, and charge the 
Pay Messrs Antony ¢ same to the account of— 
Gibbs & Sens, or Your obedient servant, 
jer value in ac- J.C. FREMONT, 
Governor of California. 
To Hon. James BucHANAN, 
\ Secretary of State, U.S. 


F. Huttman, by 
p. kK. George, a3- 





signee. 





counts. 


The other drafts are similar to this, except the 
omounts. I now move a suspension of the rules 
which require this bill to be committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move to 
refer this bill to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs ¢ 

The SPEAKER. It will bein order unless the 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri should 
prevail, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [I submit whether 
the motion of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Lercner] would not take precedence of the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
PueEwps. | “ 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
men from Missouri to suspend the rules overrides 
any other motion, except to lay upon the table. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to suspend the rules, and there were, upon a divis- 
ion—ayes 73; noes not counted. 

Mr. PHELPS demanded tellers. 


Mr. JONES. [wish to make an inquiry about 
this case before the vote is taken. | desire to 
know if the date of these drafts is not after Colonel 
Frémont was superseded by General Kearny as 
Governor of California? 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman is aware of 
the contest between Colonel Frémont and General 
Kearny, and that Colonel Frémont was appointed 
military governor by Commodore Stockton. I can- 
not tell the date at which General Kearny arrived 
in California. These drafts were drawn while he 
was exercising the duties of military governor of 
Upper California, and are dated in March, 1847. 

Mr. FICKLIN. If the rules be suspended, 
would the motion of the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Letcner] be then in order, to refer this mat- 
ter to the Committee on Military Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. It will be subject to all the 
rules of the House in relation to bills. The mo- 
tion will have the effect only of suspending the 
rules, which require the bill to be first considered 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. It would still be competent for the House 
to send this bill to any committee of the House. 

Messrs. Henpricks and GayLorp were ap- 
pointed tellers. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 86, noes 40. 

So the rules were suspended. 


Mr. PHELPS. Before the question on order- | 


ing the bill to be read a third time is put, I desire 
‘o submit an amendment. An error has been 
committed in the engrossment of the bill. It is 


to substitute the letter F for J, before the word 


Huttman. It is an error on the part of the en- 


crossing clerk. I have compared it with the ori- 
ginal bill—the bill introduced in the Senate. The 
rafts were drawn in favor of F. Huttman, in- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The weyion was then taken on the amend- 
ment, it was agreed to. 
Mr. SACKETT. Will the gentleman from 


Missouri allow me to ask him a question? I be- 
lieve it was during the last Congress that there 
was a report from the Committee on Military Af- 
faus upon this subject. I ask whether the gentle- 
man has that report? 

Mr. PHELPS. I have not the report to which 
the gentleman refers. ‘That report was not made 
at the time he supposes. It was made during the 
Thirtieth Congress. It is very voluminous, and 
I have not had time to examine it since this bill 
passed the Senate. 

| wish to read a short extract from the affidavit 
of Henry Treasure, in the office of the attorney 
of Colonel Frémont: 

** And this deponent further saith, that the said Messrs. 
Anthony Gibbs & Sons will be entitled to proceed to the 
trial of the said action in the month of December next, and 
in ease of their obtaining a judgment against the said John 
Charlies Frémont, they will be at liberty shortly afterwards 
to issue execution against his person, and obtain and keep 
him in custody until he shall have paid the amount recov 


} ered by them, or in case of his absence from this country, 


to proceed against his sureties to recover from them the 
amount for which they so gave bail as aforesaid.”” 


I ask the previous question. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- 
man to withdraw it. The gentleman has had the 
floor all the time, held it since the rules were sus- 
pended, and made a motionto amend. The gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] desired to 
make a motion, but he still held the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ruled that the mo- 
tion proposed by the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Lercuer,] could not take precedence of the 
motion made by the gentleman from Missouri, to 


_ suspend the rules. 


Mr. JONES. Would it not be in order, after 
the rules were suspended, to move to refer it? 

The SPEAKER. As a mere proposition of 
order, that would be in order, if made. 

Mr. JONES. Some gentlemen, who voted to 


| suspend the rules, wish to refer the bill, as I un- 
| derstand. 


Mr. PHELPS. I have nodisposition whatever 
to prevent an investigation of this matter. None 
whatever. On the contrary, I desire it, and if the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] will not 
beas stringent as he usually is, to prevent the 
committee from reporting this bill, either making 
an adverse or a favorable report, as the case may 
be, and if other gentlemen will give that liberality 
to me, I am perfectly willing that the bill shall be 
referred. . 


Mr. JONES. Upon that subject, I will say to 


my friend that I have no bargains to make. 


|} ter. 


Mr. PHELPS. I have desired 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order du- 
ring the pendency of the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. BURT. I hope that the gentleman from 
Missouri will withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. PHELPS. Does the gentleman desire me 
to withdraw it? 


Mr. BURT. 





I desire to investigate this mat- 
It was a subject of investigation before the 


| Committee on Military Affairs, and itis my opin- 


ion, in justice to Colonel Frémont, and in justice 
to the country, that this matter should be investi- 
gated. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. 
tleman to order. 

TheSPEAKER. Debate is not in order pend- 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BROWN. We can vote down the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. If thegentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Puesprs] will withdraw 
the demand for the previous question for one mo- 
ment, [ think I can make a suggestion which will 


I call the gen- 


| arrange this matter at once. 


| 
| 


Mr. PHELPS. I will withdraw the demand 
for the previous question to hear the suggestion of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. JOHNSON. My idea is this: It is evi- 
dently the sense of a majority of this House that 
this subject should be examined into. I would 
suggest, therefore, that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, with instructions 
to investigate the matter and report back the bill at 
the earliest possible moment, and that authority be 
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Mr. PHELPS. I will accede to that motion 
with the understanding that the committee may 
report any time. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then, sir, | make that mo- 
tion, and now renew the call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- 
man to modity his instructions so as to require the 
committee to ascertain whether Mr. Frémont has 
ever accounted to the Government for the proceeds 
of these bills. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I think that is unnecessary. 
I take it that the instructions require an investiga- 
tion into the whole matter, and the committee could 
not report in favor of the bill unless Colonel Fré- 
mont’s claim for relief was fairly established. 

Mr. STANTON, of : 


question of order. 


Tennessee. I rise to a 
l would inquire if ilisin order 
to authorize a committee to report at any timer 

The SPEAKER. It can only be ‘done by 
unanimous consent, or by a suspension of 
rules. . 

Mr. STANTON.» I do not mean to interpose 
any objection, but there are other committees 
which have important reports that ought to be 
brought in. I should like to have the privilege of 
making some reports myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the in- 
structions proposed by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas? 


No objection was made. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. The bill has never 
been printed. I would snggest to the gentleman 
from Arkansas that he should add to his motion, 
that the bill be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly; I will so modify 


the 


it. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
unanimous consent, 

No objection was made. 

Mr. EVANS. ) to the ref- 
erence of this bill. I think, on the contrary, it 
should be referred and examined into. Whatthe 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Burr] has 
said about it is correct. 
upon now. 


I have no objection 


lt ought not to be passed 
Doubtless it ought to be passed unon 
ata very early day. But | wish to know why 
the bill should go to the Committee on Military 
Affairs? I am a member of that committee, ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
ventleman to order. 
been moved. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks pardon of 
the gentleman from Maryland. The previous 
question was demanded by the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. EVANS. Why, sir, the gentleman from 
Arkansas had not the floor to move the previous 
question after he made the motion to refer, and if 
he moved the previous question before he sub- 
mitted that motion, it was cut off by the previous 
question. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I demanded it subsequently 
to submitting the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ar- 
kansas proposed that the bill should be referred 
to a committee, with instructions, and demanded 
the previous question. The Chair then inquired 
whether there was objection to the instructions, 
and by unanimous consent the instructions were 
admitted, 

Mr. EVANS. Well, the motion to print was 
clearly made after the previous question was de- 
manded. 

The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILCOX. 1 desire to say just one word. 
I am satisfied in my own mind that this bill ought 
to pass. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Thevgentleman 
cannot make a speech; the previous question has 
been called for. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order 

Mr. WILCOX. I only wish to say that the 
gentleman had better give this bill a different di- 
rection. ‘There is no such committee os a Com- 
‘aittee on Military Affairs, in this House, at pres- 
ent. Lama member of that committee, and we 
have not been ableto get a quorum since the com- 
mencement of this session of Congress, and I am 
of opinion that we never will havea quorum. The 
reference of this bill to the Committee on Military 


I must call the 
The previous question has 


That was done also by 


stead of J. Huttman. || given to the committee to report the bill at any time. 


all enamel 


|| Affairs will, therefore, be virtually kuling it. 
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The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jounson’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 

IMPROVEMENT OF DES MOINES RAPIDS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer the following reso- 
lution: . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency and necessity of 
constructing a railroad from Nauvoo, at the head of the Des 
Moines Rapids, to Warsaw, at the foot of said rapids, to 
facilitate the improvement of the channel of the Mississippi 
river, where the same is obstructed by the rocks in said 
rapids, and that the committee report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. SKELTON. I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I movea suspension of 
the rules. 

Mr. STANLY. 
business? 

The SPEAKER. 
resolutions. 

Mr. STANLY. Then if we 26 through with 
that, the gentleman from IJlinois will have a chance 
to offer his resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON ealled for tellers: but they 
were net ordered. } 

The question was then put, and (two thirds not 
voling in the affirmative) the rules were not sus- 
pended. 


W hat is the regular order of 


The call of the States for 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

Mr. MEACHAM. [I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up joint resolution of the 
Senate No. 64, ‘‘ for the appointment of Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution.’’ It will take but 
a moment, and it is very necessary that it should 
be passed. 7 , 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was taken from the Speaker’s table. 

The resolution provides that the vacancies in 
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion of the class other than members of Congress, 
be filled by the appointment of Alexander Dallas 
Bache, member of the National Institute, and resi- 
dent in the city of Washington, and John Mc- 
Pherson Berrien, of the State of Georvia 

The joint resolution was then read three several 
times and passed. 

CORRESPONDENCE WITH NICARAGUA, 

Mr. MEADE. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re 
quested to communicate to this House, if notincompatible 
with the public interests, all correspondence not heretofore 


published between this Government and that of Nicaragua 
or her Minister here, since the 4th of March last.” 


Mr. STANLY. Would not that resolution be 
in order when we get to the State of Virginia in 
the call of the States for resolutions? 

The SPEAKER, It would be in orde 

Mr. DUNCAN. I object. 

Mr. MEADE. I move to suspend the rules so 
as to enable me to offer the resolution. 

The question was put, and (two thirds not voting 
in the affirmative) the rules were not suspended. 
BENJAMIN S. ROBERTS. 

Mr. WILCOX. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up from the Speaker’s table 
Senate bill No. 429, ‘* for the relief of Benjamin 
S. Roberts.’’ : 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I abject. 

Mr. WILCOX. I move a suspension of the 
rules for the purpose. ' 


The question was put, and (two thirds not 


voting in the affirmative) the rules were 
pended. 


not sus- 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HENN. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


In order to facilitate the busi- | 


ness of the House, 1 ask unanimous consent to | 
offer the following resolution—one which I think | 


every one will agree to: 


Resolved, That it shall be the order of the House, for this 
day and each succeeding day, to call committees for re- 


ports for one hour daily, to the exclusion of all other busi- | 


ness, until the committees are called through: Provided, 
That no bill reported from a committee shall be put upon its 
passage When reported, except by the unanimous consent 
of the House. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I object. 

Mr. HENN. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Upon that 
motion I ask for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Venasie, 


and Harnis of Tennessee, were appointed 








The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported 63 in the affirmative—not twodhirds of a 
quorum. z 

So the rules were not suspended. 


Mr. ORR. It seems as though we were likely 
to spend the day ee and [ therefore move 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE ON DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman allow 
me first to offer a resolution closing debate upon 
the deficiency bill? 

Mr. ORR. I withdraw my motion for that 
purpose. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 offer the usual resolution, 
to close the debate on the deficiency bill, in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
at twelve o’clock to-morrow, and I call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. McMULLIN. What is the regular order 
of business? 

The SPEAKER. 
lutions. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
lar order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Hovston] is a privi- 
leged motion, as well as the motion made by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr. ] 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 
appeal to the gentleman from Alabama to modif 
his resolution. We are now considering the defi- 
ciency bill, and there may be a great deal of dis- 
cussion pertinent to that bill itself. I hope he 
will, therefore, prolong the time of discussion at 
least one day. 

Mr. HOUSTON. In reply to the gentleman 
from New York, | will say, that one reason why 
I propose to close the debate is, that there has 
been no pertinent debate upon the bill, and there 
willnot be if we keep it open till the 3d of March. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be now put. 

‘The question was then taken on the resolution, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now renew the motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Wholeon 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bocock and 
PHeLPs were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 67, noes 54. 


The call of States for reso- 


Well, I call for the regu- 


So the rules were suspended, and the motion | 


acreedto. 
~The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Cemmittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Bayty, of Virginia, in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of House bill No. 335, 
making appropriations to supply the deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30th, 1853—Mr. Bett being entitled to the floor. 
Mr. BELL, who was entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the committee an hour, in remarks (which 
are published in the Appendix) against the policy 
of the acquisition of the Island of Cuba. He was 
opposed to its acquisition, peaceably or forcibly, at 
the present time, but admitted that the time might 
come, in the remote history of this Republic, when 
its acquisition would be to the advantage of the 
United States. If new acquisitions of territory 


| were to be made, he preferred that of Canada, 


where there was an intelligent a capable of 
self-government, ready and willing to become a 
part and parcel of this Republic. 

Mr. SKELTON, availing himself of the lati- 
tude allowed in committee for the discussion of 
subjects not immediately under consideration, pro- 
ceeded to speak, first, in opposition to the resolu- 
tion to confer the title of Reatenant general upon 
General Scott, (not, however, on grounds personal 
to that distinguished soldier;) secondly, against 
the bill to create a retired list for infirm and ineffi- 
cient army and navy officers; and, in the last place, 
against the proposition to increase the compensa- 
tion of our ministers abroad. [Mr.8.’s speech is 
published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN addressed the committee 
an hour (in remarks which are published in the 
Appendix) in regard to the censure conveyed by 
the report of the Secretary of War upon th 





| 





Jan. 1]. 
ple of New Mexico. He defended the ch 
of the people of that Territory for good aracter 
ship, and commented with some severity yo 
conduct of Colonel Sumner as 
of New Mexico. 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania, obtained 
floor, and moved that the committee rige 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose and ¢} 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the Chairman 
(Mr. Bayty, of Virginia) reported that the eg 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had. 
according to order, had the Union generally om 
consideration, and particularly House jj No 
335, making appropriations for supplying the . 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fisca| an 
ending the 30th June, 1853, and had come i ne 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. OUTLAW. [ask the unanimous conse, 
of the House to take up bill No. 509, for the rei:. 
of Elizabeth Armstrong. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I regret that I shall have 
to oppose the wish of my friend from North (;. 
olina by objecting, but it is evident that there i. 
no quorum present. a) 

_. OUTLAW. Then I move to suspend the 
rules for that purpose. I desire merely to er 
the motion entered. , 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be entere 
upon the Journal. 

Mr. OUTLAW. The motion being entered, | 
move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the House aj. 
journed until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m 


severity upon the 
Ailitary Governo, 


' 
we 


Ono 


the relies 





PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions and memorials were presente 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees 
By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of Jos. W. Cushing 
for bounty money to Mary H. Cushing. 
By Mr. DOTY: The petition of M. R. Keegan, J, Prey 


| tice, Henry Merrill, and 98 other citizens of Wisconsiy 


for a grant of certain lands to aid in the construction of 
railroad from Green Bay to Fort Winnebago. 

Also, the petition of Patrick Cosgrave and 71 other 
zens of Kenosha, for a grant of land to aid in the const 
tion of the Lake Shore railroad. 

Also, the petition of A. Blossom and 240 other citizens 
Milwaukee, in favor of said grant. 

By Mr. CABLE, of Ohio: A petition from numer 
citizens of New Garden, Ohio, for the freedom of the pu 
lie lands to actual settlers. 

By Mr. EASTMAN: A petition of John P. Sheldon 
additional compensation for service as assistant book-keeps 
in Third Auditor’s office, from May 4, 1846, to May 31, 1849 

3y Mr. KUHNS: The petition of Sarah McClarrur, 
Westmoreland county, Pennsyivania, praying for a 
tinuation of her pensien. 

By Mr. BOYD, of Kentucky: The petition of Warena 
Howard and Sarah Brewster, praying that the provisions 
the bounty land laws may be extended to widows and mir 
children. 

By Mr. FAY: The petition of John T. Burnham s 
others, of Essex county, Massachusetts, praying that t 


| benefit of the pension laws be extended to all persons wh 
| served for any time in the war of the Revolution, and towe 


@ peo- | 


widows and orphans of all such persons; and also tha 
the widows of soldiers of the Revolution married after Ja 
uary 1, 1800, be entitled to the benefits of such laws 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: The memorial and 
papers of Peter H, Willets, of Philadelphia, tor increaseo! 
pension. ; ¢ 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of James B Lang 
dale, late a soldier in the United States Army, asking an if 
crease of pension. 

Also, the memorial of William Platt & Sons, and many 
Merchant [Insurance companies of Philadelphia, asking 
the abolition of the tax for hospital money, and for legi-s 
tion in behalf of young seamen. 

By Mr. RIDDLE: A memorial of the commissioners ° 
the town of New Castle, upon the Delaware river, prayi"s 
Congress to complete the Government piers at said tows 

By Mr. ROSS: Memorial of J. 'T. Ruhe, Jacob Mo 
Joseph K. Sayer, and 168 other citizens of Lehigh county 
Pennsylvania, praying for additional bounty land to the #0! 
diers of the war of 1812. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvrspay, January 11, 1853. 
Prayer by the Rev. James GALLAHER. 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented the credentials 
of the Hon. Gronce W. Jones, elected by th 
Legislature of lowa, Senator for six years rom 
the 4th of March next. Wire 

Mr. NORRIS presented the credentials of “ 
Hon. Cuartes Gorpon Arnerton, elected ° 
the Legislature of New Hampshire, Senstor 
six years from the 4th of March next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. s 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I have the al 
tion of John D. and M. Williams, and @ 1s 
number of others, in which they represent ™ 


ite! 
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